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INTRODUCTION

The preservation of past records has received greater attention
in the modern world than in previous ages.

The pace of modern life

seems to have spawned an unforeseen preoccupation with the past,
perhaps as an attempt to find permanence amid change.

At the same time

modern technology has provided the means to preserve records more
effectively than ever before.

New processes of reproduction and

facilities for storage have proliferated in business, school and home.
The Genealogical Society of Utah pioneered the use of microfilm over
the past half-century to copy much of the world's store of genealogy
records.
The Society was a provincial and poorly funded institution in
1938 when it undertook a worldwide program of microfilming.

By

1950 the program had achieved significant gains in the filming of
records in the United States and in Europe.

It had raised the Society

out of oblivion to become a major record holder of the world.
program has continued to the present.

Its

Information from countless

obscure locales has been gathered to a central facility not only for
the use of the genealogist but also for the use of the social
historian, the demographer, and scholars of other modern disciplines
whose study is based on the past.
How did this obscure institution accomplish its purpose and why
was it successful?

The following thesis details the factors which
1

affected its work and the reasons for its success.

It will focus on

these two questions in an attempt to document the Society's effort to
extend the life of the world's collective memory through the
preservation of documents on film.

In doing this, the study will

define the religious, political and technological context in which the
program developed.

Ultimately, it will provide a perspective from

which to appreciate records preservation as a significant activity
of modern society.
Essentially nothing has been written on the subject.
occasional references to it in archival literature.

There are

Some narrative

materials can be found in Latter-day Saint periodicals in which the
program was often publicized.

Two books detail incidents in Germany

connected with filming there just after World War II—On Winos of Faith
(1972), Mormonism in Germany (1970).

Some background literature on the

development of microfilm technology is found in professional journals.
As little is published, the primary sources of this thesis will
be archival and manuscript collections.

The largest body of

documentation consists of the admininstrative files of the Society.
Some of these, including the minutes of the board of directors, have
been made available to the author.

Some of the correspondence of

Society leaders is available at the Historical Department of the Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (LDS Church).

In addition, the

Historical Department conducted oral interviews in the 1970s with many
of the people responsible for the early development of the program.
These, as well as oral interviews conducted by the author with
participants in the program, have been used to add details and
anecdotes not available in the official documentation.

Manuscript

material of the Society's leaders held in the collection of the
Genealogical Library have also been used.

The only major source not

accessible to the author were the papers of the general authorities of
the LDS Church, to include Joseph Fielding Smith and John A. Widtsoe.
The working hypothesis of this thesis is that the filming
program was successful because of the religious commitment of its
leaders and workers, the timely appropriation of funds from the First
Presidency of the LDS Church, the increased awareness of records loss
occasioned by World War II, the maturation of microfilm technology
during the war, and the concentration of many religious records in
civil archives.

The Society offered a service which others, at the

time, could not provide for themselves.

While the Society pursued the

filming program for a religious purpose, its efforts became operative
because temporal circumstance favored its success.

Chapter I

PRELIMINARY EVENTS

The idea was simple and yet profound.

The lineage records of

mankind lay secreted in countless vaults, archives, storage centers,
sheds, attics and cellars throughout the world.

Inaccessible save

through visit or correspondence, the information compiled by unnumbered
scribes in many ages, inked in volumes now decaying, was at risk of
being lost forever.

The idea was new life—to revive the cloistered

tomes by means of the photographic image.
The idea burgeoned in the 1930s, as the nascent technology of
microfilming caught the attention of the world's scholars.

In the

United States the Joint Committee on Materials for Research (sponsored
by the Social Science Research Council and the Amercian Council of
Learned Societies), having been founded in late 1929, began to collate
information from various libraries and archives on the methods of
preserving and distributing research materials for scholars.

An early

product of their work was the 1931 publication Methods of Reproducing
Research Materials by Robert C. Binkley.

This manual provided an

overview of the products available and activities in progress to
preserve research materials.

By 1933 five major research libraries

1
offered patrons film microcopies of items in their collections.

Five

years later a revised and updated version of Binkley's manual was
published as well as a manual produced by the American Library
Association—Microphotoqraphy for Libraries.

Prefacing his manual,

Binkley wrote, "An inquiry into the techniques of reproducing research
materials is called for at the present time because there are coming to
light new processes and devices which, taken in their entirety, promise
to have an impact on the intellectual world comparable to that of the
2
invention of printing."
Information on this technology did not go unnoticed by the
directors of an obscure society in Utah.

The Genealogical Society of

Utah had been in existence since 1894 as an agency to promote
genealogical research, primarily among the members of LDS Church.
Nominally independent of the LDS Church, the Society received most of
its funding from the Church and responded to the directives of the
Church's First Presidency.
LDS doctrine required that members identify their ancestors.
They could then undertake proxy work in an LDS temple for them;
performing ordinances in their behalf to aid in their salvation.

As

explained by John A. Widtsoe:
"Persons who have been unable to accept the Gospel
ordinances on earth may not be denied the privileges of
membership in the Church or refused the blessings which
come to those who accept the truth. For such dead
person vicarious work must be done in all the essential
ordinances of the Church to be accepted or rejected by
Reginald Hawkins, Production of Micro-Forms (Westport, Conn.;
Greenwood, 1975), p. 8.
2
Robert C. Binkley, Manual on Methods of Reproducing Research
Materials (Ann Arbor, Mich.: Edward Brothers, 1936), p. 2.

the dead. Vicarious work is not new . « . The work of
Jesus Christ was essentially vicarious.
LDS doctrine thus placed a portion of the responsibility for the
salvation of the dead in the hands of the living.
The task of identifying ancestors required access to primary
genealogical records deposited throughout the world.

The Society

maintained a library but it was woefully inadequate, being largely a
collection of secondary sources.

The Society overcame this problem to

some degree by employing a research staff that would correspond with
archives in foreign countries in order to obtain extracts from the
records.

A member of its board of directors, John A. Widtsoe,

perceived another solution to the problem.

He had been a scientist

prior to being called as an apostle in the LDS Church.

In April 1931

he recommended the use of a photostat machine to photograph
genealogical records elsewhere in the world for the library.

4

Nothing came of the proposal at that time, probably because
photostating was an expensive and cumbersome process.

It involved the

transfer of a photographic image from the original document to
photo-sensitive paper.
transportable.

The equipment was too heavy to be easily

Both the equipment and photo-sensitive paper were

expensive.
In March 1934, Ernst Koehler, a professional photographer and
genealogy enthusiast, joined the library research staff.
an insistent and indefatigable proponent of microfilming.

He would be
He prepared

3
John A. Widtsoe, A Rational Theology, 6th ed. (Salt Lake
City: Deseret Book, 1952), p.150.
4
Genealogical Society Board of Director's Minutes (hereafter
Minutes), 14 April 1931 (v. 3, p. 35), Genealogical Department, Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Salt Lake City, Utah.

sample enlargements from 35mm films and presented these, together with
cost and time estimates for implementing a copying program, to Society
leaders.

The board still viewed the cost as prohibitive.

5

Koehler sent his proposal to his homeland—Germany.
officials never responded.
program.

German

The nation was already engaged in its own

Unknown to Koehler, the Reichsminister of the Interior had

decreed in 1933 that all German parish registers would be filmed up to
1874, the year in which civil registration began.

The mandate was

spawned by the inordinate desire of the Third Reich to maintain racial
purity among its leaders.

Individuals seeking jobs, government offices

or affiliation with the Nazi party had to prove they had no Jewish
ancestry back at least four generations.
genealogical program.

It was an unprecedented

As part of the effort, the Reichsippenamt fur

Sippenforschung (Office for Genealogical Research) set up a central
film laboratory in Berlin.
filming.

Parish registers were sent there for

At the same time filmers were dispatched to outlying

provinces with vans designed as miniature film laboratories.

The first

of these units began filming in East Prussia late in 1934.
The German program was one step away from the pure
microfilming program.

The final product was not microfilm.

Rather,

prints were made from the films and bound into books simulating the
original parish registers.

The idea of a final product being a film

image rather than a print made from a film was yet to be established in

Ernst Koehler, Book of Remembrance, typescript section dealing
with his life history, copy obtained from Richard Koehler, son of Ernst
Koehler.
Kurt Hans von Klitzing, "Rettung der Kirchenbucher," Familie,
Sippe. Volk 1 (January 1935):11.

8
the archival world.

Because the film was of secondary importance, the

right and left hand pages of a register were filmed separately to
facilitate printing.

Consequently, it was difficult to use the films

themselves for research because adjacent pages could be widely
separated on a single film or even appear on different films.
Late in 1936 the board of the Genealogical Society considered a
program similar to the German one.

The discussion was occasioned by

the visit of Joseph F. Merrill, recently returned LDS European mission
president.

He attended a meeting of the board to discuss the situation

of genealogical work in Europe.

In the course of the meeting, John

A. Widtsoe urged the copying of parish register by photographic means.
At the next board meeting, held in November, it was estimated that a
photographer could film and develop from 75 to 100 pages of original
records per day at the cost of between 10 and 12 cents per page for
material and labor.

The board concurred that filming would be faster

than straight copying but that it was still beyond the means of the
7
Society to fund.
Society funds for the purchase of records came from selling
membership and from donations.
the receipts of the Society.

The Depression had seriously depleted

Donations went from $3,034.85 in

1930-1931 to $518.30 in 1932-1333.8

Expenditures for books and other

library materials during period from 1934-1938 amounted to $19,529.34
9
as compared to receipts of only $12,299.44.

The excess expenditures,

not to mention the staff salaries, were absorbed by the Church.
7
Minutes, 17 November 1936 (v. 4, p. 31).
g
Minutes, 9 April 1934 (v. 3, p. 95).
9

Minutes, 14 March 1939 (v. 4, p. 119).

This

9
type of funding was clearly insufficient to undertake a filming program
like that in Germany.
The one thing necessary to make microfilm economically feasible
was the development of good readers that would permit one to use the
film image rather than a paper print for information retrieval.

On one

occasion, L. Garrett Myers, Koehler's supervisor, approached Joseph
Fielding Smith, the president of the Society, with some film samples
and recommended the Society further pursue the idea of microfilming.
President Smith responded that it would have to wait until equipment
could be acquired that would enable them to read the small print on the
microfilm without using a magnifying glass.

Still, he was supportive,

saying, "Keep abreast of everything that's going on in the world in
that field. . . .

I feel very earnestly that we should not neglect any

avenue that could be followed to enhance our acquisition of these
records that can be obtained through microfilming."
L. Garrett Myers was a banker by profession.

The Society

employed him in 1935 as the superintendant of research and as assistant
treasurer.

He may have wielded some influence as an in-law of Joseph

Fielding Smith.

He worked mostly behind the scenes, helping Koehler

financially with his experiments and otherwise supporting the
microfilming effort.

He became a central figure later in persuading

the First Presidency to fund microfilming worldwide and eventually
administered the whole program but never sought the limelight.

10
L. Garrett Myers Oral History, interview by Bruce Blumell,
1975, typescript, p. 60, The James Moyle Oral History Program
(hereafter Moyle Interviews), Historical Department Archives, Church of
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Salt Lake City, Utah (hereafter HD
Archives).

10
The reading equipment desired by Smith began to be manufactured
in the middle 1930s.

Binkley's 1936 manual lists at least nine

different makes available at that time.

As the equipment to read

the films became increasingly available, it was not be long before
the Society, primed by years of interest in the idea, would plunge into
the still experimental world of microphotography.
The year 1938 was a banner year in the growth of microfilming
ventures on the national front.

In March the Library of Congress

established its Photoduplication Service.

In July the first large

commercial microfilm enterprise, University Microfilms, came into being
in Ann Arbor, Michigan.

Harvard University initiated a major program

of filming foreign newspapers for American scholars.

During that year

a new journal began publication—Journal of Documentary Reproduction,
signaling a surge of interest and attention being paid by scholars to
the process of microfilming.
The year 1938 was likewise a pivotal year for the Society in
making practical use of the new technology.

In the spring of 1938,

James Kirkham, an official representative of the Society, returned from
a five-month tour of Europe.

Arriving first in the British Isles, he

traveled a great circle route through Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Germany,
Czechoslovakia, Switzerland, Belgium, the Netherlands and France.

His

major purpose was to visit the various mission leaders of the Church in
the British Isles and the European continent to give advice and
direction on all matters concerning genealogy.

More important for the

microfilming program, he visited the major archives in the countries he
passed through and became acquainted with their collections.
11

Binkley, p. 176.

The year

11
would not conclude before the Society was writing to some of these same
archives requesting permission to obtain copies of their genealogical
records.
Kirkham brought home a spark of enthusiasm.

He returned

praising the German filming program, heightening the desire of the
12
board to initiate its own project.

The decision to go ahead was

apparently made by May 1938. Archibald Bennett, as secretary of the
Genealogical Society, addressed a letter to the stake genealogical
representatives throughout the Church.

Bennett was destined to become

a key figure in the negotiation for filming records throughout the
United States and Europe.

He explained how the new technology of

"micro-photographic duplication" provided the means to create an
"accurate, faithful reproduction of the original which can be obtained
at a very small cost."

He urged the stake representatives to acquire

additional memberships or direct donations to the amount of at least
$10 per LDS ward by January 1939 to fund the beginning of a microfilm
program.

13
Bennett's letter also hinted at one of the factors that

increased the urgency of beginning filming at that time.
imminent in Europe.

War seemed

As Bennett explained, "In view of the perilous

state of world affairs, it seems that we must not delay in availing
ourselves of every reasonable opportunity for securing the precious

12
Myers, p. 57.
13

"Monthly Letter for Stake Genealogical Representatives," Utah
Genealogical and Historical Magazine 29 (July 1938):119-120.

12
14
records so necessary in our work."

European records were of primary

interest to the Society as we shall note in a later chapter.
Anticipation began to mount as the year waned.

In August 1938

the board approved the purchase of an Argus film reader and printer.

15

The following month the board saw a Recordak reader demonstrated but
did not purchase it because its price was more than twice that of the
Argus.

But at the demonstration, the board members felt a great deal

of enthusiasm for microfilming.

Some viewed the process

revolutionizing the manner of copying and preserving records and
removing the burden of conducting all foreign research by
correspondence.
In September 1938 Archibald Bennett reported that $1300 had
been raised since May.

17

It was a disappointing amount, about a tenth

of the publicized goal of the fund drive.

Bennett later noted that

while in some areas response was excellent, "on the whole the funds so
obtained were insufficient to make a creditable showing."

18

The

Society's program had begun rather shakily but with great hopes.
Contacts with record custodians would soon be made, equipment
purchased, and projects implemented.

14
Ibid.
15
Minutes, 16 August 1938 (v. 4, p. 35).
16
Minutes, 13 September 1938 (v. 4, p. 100).
17...,
Ibid.
18
Archibald F. Bennett, "Utah's Great Research Center for
Genealogy and History," research paper written in 1951, p. 7, copy
obtained from Barbara Bennett Roach, daughter of Archibald Bennett.

Chapter II

FILMING BEGINS
With the decision made to begin microfilming, the Society now
had to decide how to proceed.

A filmer needed to be chosen, equipment

obtained and decisions made regarding what should be filmed.

Not

unexpectedly, early filming occurred in Utah and New England,
localities significant to the ancestry of many members of the LDS
Church.

But initial efforts also reached out to such unlikely

localities as Hawaii and Tennessee.
The Society chose Ernst Koehler as its first filmer. A
committed and competent technician, he established the filming effort
on a firm basis.

Prior to his appointment, he had publicized the

process to the Society staff, engendering interest and anticipation for
its use.

In August 1938, Koehler contrived a camera from some of his

own equipment and that available at the Society to conduct experiments
on branch records of Scotland and Denmark.

These samples helped verify

the feasibility of the process for the Society.

A commercial microfilm

camera was purchased in October 1938—a Graflex Photorecord.
not an efficient machine.

It was

The air driven shutter did not always

James M. Black, "Microfilming Experiences of James M. Black,
1938-1972, in service with the Genealogical Society," typescript on
microfilm, p. 2, HD Archives.
13

14
2
function properly and it broke down with heavy use.

Still, it was

economically priced at $265 and its defects were not yet known.

In

January 1339 Koehler was assigned as the Society's full-time filmer.
James Black was Koehler's first assistant.

3

Black had been

involved in genealogy since his teenage years and had hired on
full-time at the library since returning from his mission to the
southern states.

He had previously been employed in photoshops doing

dark room processing.

Koehler taught him the essentials of filming.

4

Koehler and Black, among others, provided the expertise that was the
foundation of the filming program during its early years.
The decision about which records to film first seems to have
been dictated by the need to have LDS temple records more accessible
for reference at the Society's library.
located in the various temples.

The original records were

While there was a master card index to

endowments (Temple Index Bureau) at the library, sealings and baptisms
were not easily verifiable.

In November 1938 some of the Nauvoo and

Endowment House sealing and baptism records were filmed.

These were

the earliest of the temple records, and therefore, fittingly, the first
subject of the Society's filming program.

Filming of baptism and

sealing records at the Manti, Logan and Salt Lake temples followed in
1939.
The decision about what to film and the procedure for filming

2
James M. Black Oral History, interview by Bruce Blumell, 1975,
typescript, p. 11, Moyle Interviews.
3
Minutes, 10 January 1933 (v. 4, p. 111).
4
Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 4.

15
appear to have been quite simple and straightforward in those early
days.

As Bennett recorded in 1933:
EJan 5.3 Decided to begin immediately with the
photographing of the Manti Temple Records. Left at
2:25 p.m. with Brother Kirby in his car, accompanied by
Brother Koehler, the photographer, and his son, Willie,
and with all the equipment in suitcases and
boxes. . . . Arrived about 7 p.m. . . . Brother Koehler
installed his machine in the record vault. . . .
[Jan. 5] Rose at 6 a.m. and went to the Temple. Found
Bro. Koehler already at work. He mixed all his
solutions and filmed the first volume of baptisms in 1
hr. and 20 minutes (478 pages).

Filming at the Logan Temple began so precipitously that the temple
president was caught unawares.

He wrote a letter to the First

Presidency asking why Koehler was filming the records there.

The

situation was quickly resolved after a consultation between the First
Presidency and the Society's board.
Filming locally was, of course, a logical beginning for the
program, but it was not long before the horizon of filming projects
began to unfold.

One might guess that the Society would look to

New England, Great Britain or Scandinavia for its first projects.
These were the localities to which the ancestry of a majority of Church
members could be traced.

It did pursue filming in these places.

However, the predilection of board members and unforeseen opportunities
also affected the decision where to film.
John A. Widtsoe had long been interested in Hawaiian
genealogy.

At a board meeting in February 1939 he reported that during

Archibald F. Bennett, "Excerpts from Diary Notes," notes
transcribed from Archibald Bennett's desk calendar for January
1939, Archibald Bennett Collection (hereafter Bennett Collection),
Genealogical Department Library, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints, Salt Lake City, Utah.
Minutes, 7 February 1933 (v. 4, p. 112).

15
a recent visit to Hawaii he had discovered that not enough names were
being submitted to keep the temple open.

Also, he found that Hawaiian

archivists discriminated against LDS researchers and were willing to
have their records filmed just to be rid of the researchers.

He

recommended the microfilming of all available genealogical materials in
7
Hawaii.
Steps were soon taken to implement his proposal but its
fruition was delayed for several years.
Bennett had been in touch throughout 1938 with a member of the
Church, Henry Lindsey, employed in New York at the world's fair of that
period.

As a photographic hobbiest, Lindsey desired to copy manuscript
s

records for the Society in New York.

Apparently, the Society

contacted the Holland Society of New York before July 1939, as it
received correspondence from them at that date granting permission to
9
copy manuscript church records located there.
The Society would
naturally have been interested in New York, as it was the birthplace of
the Church.

Lindsey, along with George Easter, a fellow hobbiest,

manufactured a microfilm machine out of an old movie camera and
proposed to begin the filming.

They were authorized to proceed and

Lindsey began a project at the Holland Society in November 1939.
Significantly, the Genealogical Society offered to provide a
ii

positive copy of the films without charge to the Holland Society.
7
Minutes, 28 February 1939 (v. 4, p. 117).
g
Jessie Higbee Lindsey Journals, 1924-1976, entries throughout
1938, HD Archives.
9
Minutes, 11 July 1933 (v. 4, p. 134).
10
Ibid., journal entry for 20 November 1939.
11
Ibid., Archibald F. Bennett to "Dear Sir," 27 September 1933.

17
The precedent of providing a "donor copy" free was thus established and
would remain in effect as a major negotiating point in future efforts.
Still, the major project to be undertaken in 1939 occurred in
one of the least expected of places.

In the fall of 1939, Mrs. John

Trotwood Moore, librarian-archivist of Tennessee, visited the Society
and was impressed with its work.

She encouraged the microfilming of

wills, deeds, Bible records, pension applications and other material
compiled by the Works Project Administration (WPA) and available at the
Tennessee State Library.

12

Only a minority of Church members could

trace their ancestry back to the South, but the opportunity was too
attractive to pass up.
James Kirkham, a member of the board, had recently served as
LDS Mission President of the East Central States Mission, supervising
proselyting activities in Tennessee and surrounding states.

James

Black, the filmer, had visited the Tennessee State Library while
returning home from his mission.
filming the records.

He could well support the value of

It may well have seemed an opportunity for the

Society to prove itself to the archival world.

In an October board

meeting, James Kirkham moved that L. Garrett Myers and Ernst Koehler go
13
to Nashville, Tennessee, and film the records. "

The project was

approved.
The duo arrived in Tennessee in October.

The WPA records they

had come to film were typescript copies of state and county records
that had deteriorated as much from neglect as from use.

Receiving

federal assistance, the state sponsored the manual transcription
12
Minutes, 13 September 1939 (v. 4, pp. 142-143).
13
Minutes, 1 October 1939 (v. 4, p. 145).

18
program.

The project staff consisted of about 175 typists, bookkeepers

and clerical workers.

Now a staff of two proposed to do the same

amount of work as 175, only on microfilm.
Myers and Koehler had no idea of the volume of records they
would encounter prior to their arrival. Myers soon realized that it
would take years, rather than months, to finish the work.

He proposed

that the records be mailed to Salt Lake City for filming.

To sweeten

the proposal he offered to bind the records before they were returned.
The library staff were enthusiastic because they did not have the funds
to do the binding locally.

The final agreement was delayed a month

because the governor was gone from his office campaigning for
reelection.

In the interim, the two Utahns filmed selected

genealogical items from the library collection that would not otherwise
have been obtainable.

14

They filmed under primitive conditions.
the filming center.
morning.

The hotel room became

Koehler filmed from 10 o'clock at night until

He did this because a kitchen fan in the hotel caused

vibrations he feared would blur the film images.
the film processor.

The bathtub became

The film was dried on a clothesline, a process

hindered by the high humidity.

In the meantime, Myers had a wooden

crate constructed in which the records could be transferred between
15
Salt Lake City and Nashville, forty volumes at a time.

The Tennessee

project was a shoestring operation, reflecting the limited resources of
the Society to actually accomplish what they proposed.

Myers, pp. 51-54.
15...,
Ibid.

19
Efforts to film in Hawaii, New York and Tennessee were the
result of happenstance as much as any planning.

These efforts reflect

a sense of haste in the face of the vastness of the resources they
desired to gather on microfilm.

At the same time the pale of the Axis

curtain had begun to descend over Europe, threatening many fragile and
irreplaceable lineage records with destruction at hands of heedless
armies.

Chapter III

EUROPEAN NEGOTIATIONS

At the very beginning of the microfilming program, the Society
turned its attention to Europe. Many Church members traced their
genealogy to the British Isles and Europe, principally Scandinavia, the
homelands of many early converts.

Tracing these lines had entailed

research through correspondence during the early years of the Society's
existence, but the advent of microfilming promised to bring Europe's
past to the archives of the Society itself.
The Society was not alone in the endeavor to initiate large
filming projects in Europe.

The English Books Project, originated by

Eugene B. Power, the founder of University Microfilms, had been
underway since 1935.

The purpose of the project was to film all

English books published before 1540.*

Germany's effort to replicate

its parish registers on a massive scale, begun late in 1934, continued
unabated in 1338.
The countries first to receive the Society's attention were
Denmark, Germany and England.
of LDS converts.

Denmark and England were early sources

Germany attracted the Society's attention because of

the films already in existence there.

1

Eugene B. Power, "Microfilm in Europe, 1939" Journal of
Documentary Reproduce!os 2 (1939):256.
20

21
The negotiating approach in each country was affected by the
disposition of the records of interest to the Society.
original registers had been gathered to civil archives.

In Denmark the
In Germany,

film copies of many parish registers were housed centrally in Berlin.
In England, the parish registers were dispersed in the vestries of the
various churches while only handwritten and typewritten copies were
available in some civil record offices and libraries.
The Society apparently sent letters of inquiry to civil record
officials in Denmark and Germany in the fall of 1338 and received
responses late in 1938 and early in 1339.

The response in December

from the national archives in Denmark was positive.

In addition they

suggested a qualified filmer, Arthur Hassa, one of their archives staff
members to do the work.

He had the equipment and experience, having

copied records since 1931 in Swedish, German, Estonian and Latvian
2
archives.
He offered to do the work at a rate of about three cents
per exposure, nearly equivalent to the three and a half cent rate
3
offered by University Microfilms for filming it did in Europe.
The
price was not too attractive given the amount of filming the Society
wanted done.

Still, the board authorized the purchase of a few film
4
samples to judge the quality of Hasss's work.
In April 1339 the

Society received microfilm copies of the Bremerholm parish in
Copenhagen.

The work was good but the price was too high.

Ernst

2
Minutes, 21 Dec 1938 (v. 4, p. 106).
3
Power, p. 255.
4
Minutes, 10 January 1939 (v. 4, p. 121).
5
"Progress in Microfilming," Utah Genealogical and Historical
Quarterly 8 (April 1939):100.
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Koehler estimated that he could do the work at about half the cost, and
g
the board decided to send him when sufficient funds were available.
The Society had received the cooperation of the Danish
Genealogical Society, representing the members of Danish descent in the
Church.

Still, insufficient funds were available to send Koehler, much

less contract with Hassa. In June Hassa returned a revised offer of
7
two cents per exposure.
Society officials vacillated and did not
respond.

In November Hassa sent another letter requesting that a

decision be made.

He indicated that he had obtained the permission of

Danish church officials over the objection of the Bishop of
Copenhagen.

The board still hesitated, knowing they could not act
p

without a secure source of financial backing.
As they delayed World War II engulfed Europe.
to loom that the records might be destroyed.

The threat began

Finally in March 1940 the

Society decided to make the only offer its funding would permit—it
9
would occasionally purchase small batches of filmed copies.
The
letter was sent, but it never reached Hassa. The Axis curtain had
fallen over Denmark.
In Germany the Society faced a technical problem.

In February

1939 the Reichsippenamt fiir Sippenforschung wrote that Germany had used
unperforated film and there was no printing equipment available to make
positive copies for the Society.
Minutes,
7
Minutes,
8
Minutes,
g
Minutes,

They suggested that the Society buy

12 April 1939 (v. 4, p. 121).
5 June 1939 (v. 4, p. 131).
28 November 1333 (v. 4, p. 150).
19 March 1940 (v. 4, pp. 476-477).
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enlargements.

Koehler went to work on the problem and developed a

printer which could make the desired film prints.

The RFS responded

in August that such a printer had been developed there and that they
would provide a cost estimate for making film prints shortly.
next month Germany invaded Poland.

12

The

The Society never received the

estimate.
Approval was given in February 1939 for Hugh B. Brown, British
mission president, to request permission for filming from Church of
England officials.

The problem encountered here was more serious in

the longer term than either that of funds or equipment.

Unlike Denmark

and Germany, in England the Society needed to deal directly with church
officials.

These officials were aware of the LDS doctrine of baptism

for the dead which motivated LDS genealogical research.

Objection to

the project on religious grounds now loomed as a possible obstacle.
Nevertheless, signs were at first positive.

Elder Brown

approached the Church of England's Central Board of Finance and was
referred to the bishops over each diocese.

Elder Brown advised the

Society's board that someone should be sent to negotiate further.

The

board decided that the negotiations could be handled by Joseph Fielding
13
Smith on his imminent trip there to gauge the threat of war.

Elder

Smith was the chairman of the board and president of the Society.

He

wrote to the board from England in June, "It seems to me that here is
an opportunity that the Church should not let pass.
10
Minutes, 12 April 1939 (v. 4, p. 113).
Minutes, 12 April 1939 (v. 4, p. 122).
12
Minutes, 8 August 1939 (v. 4, p. 137).
Minutes, 2 May 1333 (v. 4, p. 126).

What the future

24
may bring we do not know.

It may be that the Lord is opening the way

14
for us in this matter."

Elder Smith was afraid to have Koehler sent

to England because of his German background.

He further felt that if

no filmer could be found in America, perhaps an English firm could do
the work.

In an accompanying letter Elder Brown indicated that a firm

in Liverpool, Micro-Security, was interested in a contract.

The

board requested financial assistance from the First Presidency but
there is no record of funds being promised or made available.
Even if they had been obtained, the real blow came when the
Archbishop of Canterbury issued instructions to all English ministers
to refuse permission to anyone wanting to film their registers.

He

cautioned they would lose copyright of the records and also lose search
fees for providing information from the registers upon request.
Finally, he concluded that permission should not be granted because
17
Mormons believe in baptism for the dead.

The pronouncement would

hinder microfilming in England for many years to come.
All three efforts had terminated unsuccessfully, and the
prospects of any further negotiation seemed dim in light of the
escalating war on the continent.

One last venture was made in the fall

of 1939 based upon the provident offer of the Cannon family, prominent
Church members, to fund the filming of registers in the Isle of Man.
Additionally, they offered along with several other families to fund
14
Minutes, 5 June 1939 (v. 4, p. 130).
Ibid.
16...,
Ibid.
17
Bennett, "Utah's Great Research Center," p. 12.
18
Minutes, 28 November 1939 (v. 4, p. 160).
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the filming of registers in the Vaudois parishes of northwestern
19
Italy.

An order was placed with University Microfilms.

This firm

already had cameras in England and Italy working on other projects.
The rate would be more than three cents per exposure but the quantity
of filming would not be that great.
be filled.

In any case, the order could not

A company official reported in early 1940 that the

photographer had gone to the Isle of Man only to learn the pastors had
combined to refuse filming.

20

The chance of filming in Italy ended

when that country joined the war in June 1940.
These experiences provided the Society several lessons in
negotiations.

Primarily, it found that civil authorities were more

accessible than church authorities.

They were not as sensitive to the

religious motive behind the Society's work.

Secondarily, it was forced

to recognize that it must obtain a secure source of funding to actually
instigate and complete a major project.
During the war, when little negotiating could occur, a number
of developments altered the bargaining stance of the Society and
provided unprecedented opportunities.

President Smith anticipated this

and expressed his feelings in early February 1940, saying that the
outcome of the war would render many records available which could not
21
be obtained at the time.

19
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21
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Chapter IV

WAR INTERVENES

World War II did not entirely terminate the filming efforts of
the Society.

The Society pursued projects in New York, Hawaii and

Tennessee, and picked up one more in North Carolina.

It reaffirmed

the policy of providing a free print of the film to the record keeper.
This made their filming offer very attractive.

On the other hand,

these projects did not proceed without difficulty.

They demonstrated

the difficulties the Society continually faced in obtaining the desired
records.

The Society dealt with a crucial test by continuing its

filming without the financial support of the First Presidency.

It held

fast to the vision of gathering records worldwide with little means to
do it.
Henry Lindsey continued to film at the Holland Society into
1940 when his wife, Jessie, also became involved.

She filmed at

Schenectady, Huntington and at the state library in Albany.

Jessie

laboriously inspected each frame of the developed negatives by
projecting them on her bedroom wall.

She changed the camera magazine
2

in her bed using her covers as an improvised dark room.

Lindsey, journal entry for 31 January 1941
2
Ibid., journal entry for 30 June 1941.

26

Their work

27
was terminated in New York only because Henry was called up as a
reserve officer to go on active duty.
With the Lindseys gone from New York, George Easter, their
filming colleague, took over filming responsibilities there.
eventually arose with this arrangement.

A problem

The Society had little control

over the quality of the rolls he produced.

He filmed at the New York
3
Genealogical and Biographical Society between 1940 and 1942.
The
Society requested retakes on some of his rolls.
project was off.

Easter refused and the

4

Correspondence with the mission president in Hawaii,
E. L. Clissold, continued from 1939 to 1940 with both sides agreeing
that the filming should be done but with little actually being
accomplished.

Clissold was given the authority to hire a filmer and

select the records for filming.

By February he had to concede that he

simply could find no one qualified to film.

The impasse was not

resolved until the Lindseys showed up in Hawaii, he having been
stationed there from New York.

The pair filmed fifty rolls of material

between 1941 and 1942.

The camera was a makeshift affair constructed
7
by Henry from materials in the islands.
The Tennessee project continued to be the major undertaking of
the Society through 1940.

In order to film more records, the Society

Ibid., p. 8.
4
Minutes, 12 Janaury 1943 (v. 5, p. 85).
5
Minutes, 4 February 1941 (v. 5, p. 24).
Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 14.
7
Minutes, 1 December 1942 (v. 5, p. 82).
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agreed to film early marriage bonds of Virginia and later of North
Carolina, on file at the Society, for the Tennessee State Library.
The board in April 1940 discussed the possibility of
approaching record keepers throughout the East with the proposal of
providing a free donor copy for the privilege of filming, thus
reaffirming the offer they had made the previous year to the Holland
p

Society.

The board decided to try the idea again in North Carolina.

The Tennessee State Library leaders encouraged the initiation of
filming in North Carolina, because it was the place from which many
3
Tennessee settlers had come.
The North Carolina State Archives
accepted the offer.

Providing a free donor copy was a significant

precedent that had now become a permanent part of the Society's
negotiations.
Before filming began in North Carolina, Society agents,
L. Garrett Myers and William Waddoups, were sent east to Nashville,
Atlanta, Raleigh and Washington D. C. to evaluate the sources available
for microfilming.
localities.

The pair found people willing to cooperate in all

Still, the Society was limited in its ability to

initiate filming as it still had only one camera and two filmers—Ernst
Koehler and James Black—and Black filmed only part-time.
In November 1940 the Board sent their proposal for the North
Carolina filming to the First Presidency.

It was perhaps a shock to

8
Minutes, 9 April 1940 (v. 4, p. 181).
9
Black Oral History, p. 10.
10
Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 9.
11
Minutes, 24 September 1940 (v. 5, p. 9).
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receive a flat no.

The Presidency's response detailed the reasons for

withholding their support:
The essence of the genealogical work of the Church
is that the people shall themselves do their own
genealogical work. The spiritual blessings which come
from this activity are so well understood and are so
important in building up the spirituality of the Church
as a whole, as well as of the individuals engaged in
the work, that we do not need to say more about it; the
results are self-evident.
Furthermore, and as a secondary matter, once we
begin this kind of work, we shall be involved into more
and more expense until the amount would reach sucb7
proportions that we could not undertake to carry.
The board felt that its case had not been entirely understood.

Board

members reasoned that while it was not the obligation of the Church to
gather records for individuals, it did have the obligation of gathering
them for the Church membership as a whole.

13

Yet the Society's only

course for the time being was to campaign for funds from private
sources.
In February 1941 the board decided to pursue the North Carolina
project for a limited period.

14

It purchased a second Graflex for

Koehler and sent James Black with the original Graflex to North
Carolina.

His work was very satisfactory, and his costs were low

enough that after three months the project was renewed.
Black did well in his work because he was committed to
genealogy.
Society.

This was the case with many of the employees of the
The wages the Society paid were low, making work satisfaction

12
Minutes, 14 January 1941 (v. 5, pp. 19-20).
13...,
Ibid.
14
Minutes, 28 February 1341 (v. 5, p. 25).
15
Minutes, 17 June 1941 (v. 5, p. 38).

the main reward of those who stayed and did their best.

Black was

excited when he paused during the filming and happened to notice the
name of one of his ancestors on the document beneath his camera, a
discovery that solved a mystery his grandmother had pursued for fifty
years.

It was experiences like this that fueled the employee's

commitment.
In October 1341 Black finished his work in Raleigh and began
visiting the separate courthouses.

He filmed on the move through

December 1943, a period of 25 months.

While generally welcome in the

places he was working, he contended with a host of problems.

His

family accompanied him, and he was continually looking for living
quarters and other necessities made scarce by the competition for
resources during war time.

The Graflex proved to be undependable,

breaking down frequently and causing delays and frustration for its
operator.

In one county archive he had to set up his camera in the

vault because the clerk would not permit the books to be removed just
for filming.

Consequently, Black had to service clientele needing the

material while he was trying to film it.

In one county he had to

change films in the vault, requiring him to turn out the lights—much
to the annoyance of other clientele.
hostility towards a new technology.

He also had to deal with
One registrar of deeds was

reluctant to permit filming until he realized the records would not be
damaged by the camera.

Black's work was only terminated when he

received notice that he was drafted into war-time service.

Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 11.
17

Ibid., pp. 10-15.

17
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While the war threatened valuable genealogical records and
impeded microfilming efforts, it was in some respects a greater boon
than detriment to microfilming.
truly came of age.
was V-mail.

During the war, microfilm technology

A program that affected virtually the whole country

The masses of mail to be sent overseas from America

to her expeditionary forces in Europe and in the Pacific required a new
system of transport.

Letters were microfilmed and the films

transported over the seas to be enlarged for distribution on the
opposite shore.

Vernon Tate, librarian at the Massachusetts Institute

of Technology, summarized the impact of the war in 1947:
The vast files of data of all types, photographs,
maps, catalog cards, manuscripts and printed sources
required for World War II that in truth was as much a
war of papers and photographs as of bullets were
assembled, sifted, digested and used by strategical
planning agencies in large part.through the use of
microfilm and other facsimiles.
This massive effort spurred the development of better quality film and
filming equipment in quantities that lowered the cost to the advantage
of other users.
At the Society, Koehler constantly strove to improve the
filming equipment.

He succeeded during the war in modifying the

magazine of the Graflex so that it could use unperforated film.

This

left more space on the film for a copy image and presented the
possibility of filming both pages of an open book at once, eliminating
19
the necessity of shifting the book with each exposure.

Manufacturers

18
Vernon D. Tate, "From Binkley to Bush," The American
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in the east concurrently developed new camera magazines in which this
was a standard feature.
The war also demonstrated the value of preserving records on
film to save the information in case the originals were destroyed.

20

An example can be seen in the effort to assure the preservation of
information in English depositories.

Film centers were set up in

libraries, archives and on occasion in abandoned mines where the
originals had been located for safety.
pages had been filmed.

21

By 1947, five to six million

The desire in the archival world to avoid the

destruction of records by warring armies later became a significant
argument in the Society's negotiating position.
The Society's program struggled but survived the war.

The

North Carolina project in particular demonstrated the commitment of the
Society to pursue microfilming even when its funding was uncertain.
However, by the end of the war circumstances had changed entirely.
When the opportunities to film in Europe re-surfaced, funding was
provided and a viable program rose from the ashes of the Axis defeat.

20
Henry E. Christiansen Oral History, interviews by Bruce
Blumell, 1975-1976, typescript, p. 25, Moyle Interviews.
21
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Chapter V

RENEWED PROSPECTS

Microfilming prospects materialized quickly with the advent of
peace.

Enterprising individuals overseas initiated projects to secure

and microfilm records for the Society almost independent of any action
taken in Salt Lake City.

A handful of men in England, Denmark and

Germany succeeded in christening a new epoch of microfilming in the
Society.

Its leaders once again sought the financial assistance of the

First Presidency and this time they did not go wanting.
The harbinger of renewed prospects overseas was news from
England.

In May 1944 the board learned that microfilm copies from the

Isle of Man would soon pass the English censors and be dispatched to
Utah.

University Microfilms had completed its contract.

Early in

1945 James Cunningham reported that manuscript copies of 365 parish
registers, belonging to an English genealogical publishing house called
2
Phillmore, were being shipped to the Society for filming.
Cunningham
was the chairman of the LDS genealogy committee in England.

Such

committees, under the mission president in each mission, promoted
genealogical work among members in that mission.
X

In some cases the

Minutes, 15 May 1344 (v. 5, p. 140).
2
Minutes, 9 January 1945, unpaged transcript of a letter from
James Cunningham.
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committees had staffs which serviced research requests from the
Society.

Cunningham was one of several genealogical chairmen that

would expand their work into the area of filming after the war.

The

Society filmed the Phillmore records at its headquarters in Salt
4
Lake City during March and April, 1945.
In connection with the announcement of the Phillmore copies,
Cunningham reported that he was investigating the acquisition of
microfilm copies of English parish registers sponsored by the Society
of Genealogists in Great Britain during the war.

Additionally, he

outlined his plans to pursue filming manuscript copies of parish
registers at the Society of Genealogists, at the Manchester Library, at
the Newcastle Library, and in Cornwall.

Since the original registers

were unavailable because of opposition from the Church of England,
Cunningham intended to film the copies available elsewhere.

Finally,

he explained his intention to make contacts with record keepers in
Wales and Scotland.
Cunningham's independent action soon began to carry him outside
the bounds prescribed for him by the Society.

He proposed in September

1945 that he and his staff be salaried and put in charge not only of
research but also of all British microfilm and book purchases; and
additionally, that positive copies of all British films be retained in
England.

The effect would have been to create a miniature Genealogical

Society in the British Isles.

The board disagreed, feeling that

3„
Frank Smith Oral History, interview by Bruce Blumell, 1375,
typescript, pp. 5-10, Moyle Interviews.
Minutes, 13 March 1945 (v. 5, p. 170); and 10 April 1945
(p. 171).
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research and filming should be kept separate.

The prospect of a

microfilm library in Britain was deemed unwise because most of the
patrons serviced by the English committee were in the United States and
it would save time and money if they could do their searching here.
The board preferred to retain Cunningham in charge of research but to
have someone else sent to England to supervise the filming.
end there was no one to send.

In the

Consequently, Cunningham initiated the

filming and continued to negotiate for new projects.
Cunningham purchased a Graflex camera and an Argus reader.
He and Frank Smith, one of his research assistants, taught themselves
to use the camera.

In December 1945 they installed it at the Newcastle

Library to film parish register copies.

Cunningham filmed the first

roll and left Smith to finish the work.

In two weeks the project

was completed.

Having received no funds from the Society, they

financed the project by charging extra for patrons whose pedigrees were
extended by the information from the films.
7
purchased the films.

Eventually, the Society

While Cunningham was instigating filming in England, the
Society received an unexpected missive from Hassa in Denmark.

He

informed it in October 1945 that he had filmed five million exposures
of official records during the war and was still interested in filming
for the Society.

The opportunities terminated by the war were

beginning to open up again of their own accord.

Hassa's proposal was

Minutes, 17 September 1945 (v. 5, pp. 175-177).
7
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•
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9
tentatively accepted in December.

The filming began in January 1945

after the board had received the approval of the First Presidency.
The Danish filming, the Society's first major project abroad,
had been concluded with amazing speed in contrast to the delays
experienced prior to the war.

Most significantly, the decision to go

ahead with the filming was endorsed by the First Presidency.

10

It is

not clear exactly when and where the position of the First Presidency
towards microfilming changed, but as the war waned, it did.
One factor may have been the pressure to provide names for
temple work.

In the fall of 1943, the Society, at the request of the

First Presidency, organized a special committee to study this problem.
The committee reported that:
During the past few years a steady growth of
duplications in research indicates that many of the
records which are now on the shelves of the
Genealogical Library have been exhausted as far as
names for the temple work are concerned. . . . unless
the Genealogical Society can provide a greater number
of records received from original sources, duplication
of the research work will remain at a high
level. . . . we believe that immediate steps should be
taken to enlarge the facilities of our Library and
Microfilm Department.
To support its position, the committee reported that of 546,000 names
recently checked against Society files, prior to releasing them for
temple work, over a third, or 211,000 names, duplicated names for which
the work had already been done.

To the committee, the solution was to

obtain more new sources, such as the recently filmed material from
g
Minutes, 11 December 1945 (v. 5, p. 186).
10
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Tennessee and North Carolina, that would provide names free of
duplications when compared against the temple work index of the
Society.
Another factor in obtaining First Presidency support was the
successful wooing of J. Reuben Clark Jr., a counselor in the First
Presidency, to the concept of microfilming.

President Clark was

chairman of the finance committee of the Church which oversaw the
disposition of Church funds. At his request, L. Garrett Myers spent
hours in his office demonstrating microfilm equipment and convincing
him of its usefulness to genealogical research.

12

At the same time, two of the Society's board members, Joseph
Fielding Smith and John A. Widtsoe, were apostles and had frequent
contact with the First Presidency.

They both were proponents of

microfilming and would have lent their influence towards propositions
in support of implementing a program.

The war too may have sharpened

the awareness of the First Presidency to the possibility of permanent
record loss if something was not done to preserve genealogical records.
The status of the Society itself in relation to the Church
changed on its fiftieth anniversary in 1344.

It was reincorporated as

a subordinate organization within the Church's structure.

Dues were no

longer required, the Church shouldering complete financial
responsibility for the Society.

This new dependency hedged the board's

freedom to act independently but it also paved the way for new funding.
Finally, the passing of one prophet and the differing
perspective of a new one may have had some impact—in 1945 Heber
J. Grant passed away, and George A. Smith assumed the admininstration
12
Myers, pp. 102-103.
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of Church affairs.

President Grant was frugal with Church monies not

only because of the Depression but because of his lifelong experience
in keeping the Church out of debt.

George A. Smith entered the

post-war era revivifying such expensive pursuits as the Church's
educational system and building program.

The war effort had spurred

the U.S. economy, shaking off the doldrums of the Depression and most
likely increasing Church receipts, some of which could be used to fund
a filming program.

Genealogy may simply have been one more benefactor

of unanticipated prosperity.

Whatever the reason, the patiently

awaited funds were now available.
Successes in England and Denmark were only a prelude to an even
more intriguing denouement of acquisition prospects in Germany.

Toward

the end of the war some of the records of the Reichsippenamt fur
Sippenforschung (RFS) were removed from Berlin and transferred to
abandoned castles in the forested hills of Thuringia.

Other records of

the RFS were cached in salt mines in the vicinity of Magdeburg.

The

removal of the records did not escape the notice of a member of the
East German mission presidency, Paul Langheinrich.
A convert to the Church from Saxony he had developed research
skill in pre-war Germany.

Having visited the RFS archives frequently,

he was acquainted with the films of parish registers and was aware of
13
the Society's efforts to obtain the films.

His interest led to a

call to serve on the mission genealogical committee in 1939. His
interest in genealogy did not fade as he was called to be counselor in
the mission presidency during the war.

As the war concluded, he

Frederick W. Babbel, On Wings of Faith (Salt Lake City:
Bookcraft, 1972) p. 57.

39
struggled along with other mission leaders to provide for the temporalneeds of Church members, but not to the exclusion of genealogical
interests.

In August 1945, he addressed a letter to the Russian

commander of the occupation forces asking for permission to buy needed
supplies.

He included, almost as an afterthought, a request to collect

RFS records if they could be located.

14

The commander did not object.;

Missionaries were commissioned to search for the records.
Erich Sellner and Rudolf Poecker tracked clues to the Kyffhauser area
in Thuringia.

They found the records in the ancient edifices of the

Rothenburg and Rathsfeld castles.

In the frigid weather of February-

1945, Langheinrich led a group to the castles, retrieved the recordsand shipped them by train to the mission home in Berlin.

The whole

affair was attended by many fortuitous circumstances, not the least of
which was obtaining the use of a railroad car when the few means of

n

available transport were impressed for military and official purposes.
Apostle Ezra Taft Benson arrived in Berlin late in February on
a tour of Europe to direct LDS relief efforts.

He was led to the

mission home and shown the treasure of records—thousands of films,
enlargements bound into volumes, original parish registers, and
numerous books and documents of genealogical interest.

Elated, he

summarized his feeling in a single fitting word, "Wonderful!"

15
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The success at the castles was but a prelude to more
discoveries and to some harrowing experiences.

Several days before

President Benson's arrival at Berlin in February 1946, Rudolph Poecker,
one of the genealogical missionaries, had discovered a cache of RFS
records at the Berlepsch Mine near Stassfurt.

By traveling from mine

office to mine office, he found an engineer who knew the whereabouts of
the records.

Defying a death penalty decreed for any non-workers found

in the mine, he donned the garb of a miner and with the engineer
descended into its depths on a freight elevator.

In a huge domed

cavern, lit only by beams of their flashlights, he discovered three
17
train-car loads of records.

A similar find uncovered another car

load in the Moltke Mine near Schonebeck.
Langheinrich took another of the missionaries, Gerhard Kupitz,
to retrieve the records from the Moltke Mine.

The Russian commandant

at the mine arrested them and sent them to Magdeburg, several miles
north to be questioned by the police.
without food or drink.

They waited an interminable day

Late at night they were finally questioned.

Two hours were sufficient for the interrogator to verify their
credentials as well as learn something about their religion, a topic
the two prisoners were willing to discuss at length.
released at one o'clock in the morning.

They weie

Knowing that there was little

chance of finding a place to sleep in the bombed out city, Langheinrich

17
Interview with Rudolph Poecker, 27 April 1980, Orem, Utah,
audio tape of interview in possession of the author.
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asked to stay in the prison.
satisfying meal.

They were bedded down and even provided a

18

They returned the following morning to the mine.

The

commandant awaited them, his disposition not much improved.

He

assigned a guard to oversee their work, but the guard carried no grudge
and did not interfere.

The commandant returned when Langheinrich was

removing the last crate from the mine.

The Russian perused its

contents and found an item concerning Frederick the Great.

He felt

this sufficient reason to impound the train car and threatened to do
so.

Langheinrich ignored him, even though he was armed, sealed the car

door and raced to the mine office to telephone that the car was ready
to be moved.

In the meantime the commandant sped off in his car

apparently seek an authority to thwart Langheinrich.
two Germans returned to Berlin unscathed.

Nevertheless, the

19

A process set in motion by a misdirected decree of the godless
Third Reich had ended by depositing thousands of records under the care
of a church.

As in England and Denmark the records sought before the

war, were, seemingly independent of any effort by the Society coming
under their control.

The foresight of Joseph Fielding Smith was

quickly being ratified by the gathering and filming of previously
unavailable records.

IB- v
Corbett, p. 14. Corbett incorrectly states that these events
took place at the Berlepsch Mine. See "Report of Procurement of Church
Records, Films and Photocopies," East German Mission Manuscript
History, 16 August 1945, p. [5], HD Archives.
19
Interview with Gerhard Kupitz, 13 April 1980, Rose Park, Utah,
audio tape of interview in possession of the author; Corbett,
pp. 14-15. Some of the details differ between these two accounts.

Chapter VI

SOMETHING COMES OF IT

The aspirations of the Society to film the records of the world
were epitomized in the zeal of Archibald Bennett.

As general secretary

of the Society since 1928, he had espoused filming fros the beginning.
He first learned about microfilming in the 1930s when John A. Widtsoe
sent him an issue of Popular Mechanics with a page marked that
described a new microfilm camera.
this.

A marginal note read, "I would watch

Something may come of it."
Bennett was also a publicist and kept the general Church

membership informed of every move the Society made through the Utah
Historical and Genealogical Quarterly, the Society's own publication;
the Church News section of the Deseret News; the Improvement Era, a
general LDS church periodical; and lesson texts he prepared for
genealogy classes taught throughout the Church.

He kept the board well

informed of microfilming efforts and when given rein by the board, took
full advantage of it to commit the Society for filming ventures even
before the money had been appropriated.

Along with L. Garrett Myers,

Bennett controlled the daily operations of the Society.

While Myers

shouldered the administrative burden and filled the bureacratic role,

Bennett, "Utah's Great Research Center," p. 5.
42
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Bennett pursued his vision of the Society's purpose and assumed the
charismatic role.
Energetic, almost imperious, Bennett was driven by a sense of
mission tracing back to the blessing of a patriarch received at age
five to the effect that he would accomplish his life's purpose if he
remained worthy.

2

He served in World War I, spending three years on

the battlefields of France and Belgium.
was decimated.

In one engagement his squadron

He returned home with the conviction that he was spared

for some design yet unknown to him.

3

He found his purpose in

genealogy, both as an avid genealogist who traced the genealogies of
many church leaders, and also as an ardent Church member who felt his
efforts would benefit the salvation of the dead.

In the post-war

period he came to the front as a driving force behind making the
Society's aspirations a reality, carrying the filming program into
numerous archives in the eastern United States and Europe.
With Bennett's assistance the Society entered the ranks of
other research institutions involved in microfilming.

By 1946, most of

the great libraries and archives and many of the smaller ones had
established a service to supply reproductions of their holdings.
Several major projects were completed or well underway.

University

Microfilms continued to pursue the English Books Project mentioned
previously in this paper.

Newspaper files had been filmed extensively,

particularly by the Library of Congress, to preserve a wealth of
information on pages self-destructing because of their acid content.
2
Archibald F. Bennett, "My Life Story and Mission," typescript,
p. 7, Bennett Collection.
3
Joan Bennett Farr, Preface to "Microfilming Missions," Bennett
Collection.
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The National Archives had instituted the File Microcopy Program in
which large record groups including federal census registers had been
4
or were being filmed.
It would take the Society a few years to catch
up and become a major microfilm repository.
In December 1945 Bennett produced correspondence in a board
meeting indicating the good possibility of microfilming Lutheran
records at the Lutheran Theological Seminary in Mt. Airy,
Pennsylvania.

The exact circumstances resulting in this contact are

not clear in the documentation.

However, by May, Bennett was able to

report that Theodore Tappert of the seminary had agreed to gather
Lutheran records from the various surrounding churches to a central
place for filming.

It is perhaps symbolic that Bennett would begin

his filming ventures in a religious archive, given the long-term
problems the Society would have with other religious groups.

It was

like him to never shy away from any challenge.
Concurrently, James Black returned to the Society's employ in
April 1946, accepting a cut in wages from his wartime job with the
7
Union Pacific Railroad.
He returned to North Carolina to conclude the
project he had begun there before the war.

The Society authorized him

to pick up a new camera in Rochester, a Model E Recordak.

This and the

Model D (a more stationary camera) would become the mainstay cameras of
the Society.
4
Tate, pp. 252-253.
5
Minutes, 11 December 1345 (v. 5, p. 187).
5
Minutes, 28 May 1945 (v. 5, p. 197).
7
Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 15.
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That same summer Koehler spent a twelve-day interlude in
Southern California with W. Henry Chase filming the records of the San
Gabriel Mission, the Old Plaza Church, and marriage affidavits for Los
p

Angeles County.

The Society's filming operation now consisted of two

cameramen (Koehler and Black) and three cameras (two old Graflex and a
Kodak).
In August 1946 the Board authorized Bennett and Koehler to go
east to film the records at Mt. Airy and develop other prospects for
filming.

The filming at Mt. Airy was set up in October, with Koehler

following an exhausting schedule of filming all day, developing the
negative in the evening, and rising at 4 o'clock to print a positive
9
copy.

Bennett was soon off on an exhaustive schedule of visits to

historical societies, archives and libraries in Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, Maryland, Connecticut, Rhode Island and Vermont in the
northeast; and Virginia, North Carolina and Georgia in the south.
Neither the board nor Bennett could hardly have anticipated what
followed.
Bennett explained to record keepers the Society's offer to film
records and provide them a positive copy for the privilege.
could refuse the offer.

Very few

After the first week of successful

negotiations he commented in a letter home, "It seems just like walking
through a big orchard with plentiful fruit on every hand, and being
able to pick what you want at will."
8
Minutes, 6 August 1946 (v. 5, p. 198).
g
Archibald F. Bennett, "Microfilming Missions," typescript
compiled from journals and letters by Joan Bennett Farr, p. 7, Bennett
Collection.
10...,
Ibid., p. 5.
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This did not always remain the case.
were uninterested.

Some record custodians

But Bennett would not accept a negative response.

The first test came in Maryland.

At Annapolis, the state archivist

explained that all of their records had been filmed during the war and
three positive prints made.

The plan was to send a positive print to

the Huntington Library in California, one to the Public Record Office
in London, and the last positive print as well as the negative to the
Library of Congress.

He was satisfied with the arrangement and saw no

need for further filming.
Bennett tried several lines of argument without success.
the Society obtain a copy?

No.

records of surrounding states?
reached an impasse.

Could

Could the Society make an exchange for
No.

Bennett began to wonder if he had

Finally, he presented a letter which granted the

Society permission to film the records of New Jersey and explained the
work in Pennsylvania where they intended to film in the counties.
Bennett's surprise, the archivist began to show interest.

To

It seemed

there were still records in Maryland's counties that had not been
gathered to the state hall of records.

The archivist agreed to do

something about getting prints of the previously produced films if the
Society obtained film copies of the county records for his repository.
The archivist became so enthused that he kept Bennett past closing time
to work out the details.

Bennett, commenting on this incident, wrote

home "it is one of the most important [missions] I have ever
performed—pleading our case before these important officials . . . and

11

Ibid., p. 17.
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[witnessing] how their hearts are softened, even after they know I am a
Mormon and our program is sponsored by a Church."

12

A week later Bennett was in Connecticut at the state library.
The hurdle here was tougher than at Maryland.

The Society had sent

letters twice before to get permission to film at the library.

Both

times the response had been "no." Upon arrival, the state librarian
asked if this was not the same request that had been made twice
before.

Bennett said yes. "Well, you are quite insistent, aren't

you?" came the response.

13

Bennett answered that he was. He

continued, "Thousands of our people, including three Presidents of our
Church, have ancestors born in Connecticut.
twenty.

I myself have fifteen or

We shudder to think what would happen to these records if an

atom bomb were dropped over the State Library."

14

Bennett's insistence

paid off, and permission was granted.
It must have seemed strange to the proprietors of these eastern
archives for a westerner to appear at their desks and make such an
outlandish offer—to film their records at no cost to them!
Bennett was able to convince them that he was serious.

But

He wrote, "Ever

present with me is the realization of all the families whose ancestral
records are contained in these choice collections.
pulling for us in our efforts in their behalf."

I believe they are
In a little over a

month, Bennett obtained permission to film in the central archives of
seven states as well as in many county offices of Pennsylvania.
12
Ibid.
13
Bennett, "Utah's Great Research Center," p. 10.
14

Ibid., pp. 10-11.

15
Bennett, "Microfilming Missions," p. 23.

Now he
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needed cameras and operators.

He wrote home, "I do wish the brethren

could arrange to get us some additional operators right away. . . .
Can't something heroic be done to meet the need?"
The board held a special meeting late in November 1945 to
review Bennett's negotiating successes in the eastern United States.
17
It approved his request for cameras and operators.

Bennett received

word early in December that a total of five new cameras had been
18
ordered and funds were being budgeted for operators.

In the

following year, a whole new cast of operators, spawned by Bennett's
efforts would begin filming along the eastern seaboard of the United
States.

True to Elder Widtsoe's remark, something had now come of it.

15
Ibid., p. 37.
17
Minutes, 25 November 1345 (v. 5, p. 205).
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Ibid., p. 39.

Chapter VII

FROM A DISTANCE

From 1946 to 1947 the Society directed negotiations for
European filming from Salt Lake City through correspondence.

Actual

contacts were made by mission presidents or members of mission
genealogical committees.
negotiations.

The distance caused delays in pursuing

On the other hand, it permitted independent action in

the field, resulting in unexpected dividends.

In all cases the Society

watched from afar, depending upon requests being made in its behalf
by those not even in its employ.
Having received the backing of the First Presidency for filming
in Denmark, the board's interest turned to other countries.

At the

suggestion of John A. Widtsoe, who had promoted microfilming from the
beginning, the board sent letters to mission presidents in Switzerland,
Norway, Sweden and The Netherlands during the summer of 1946, inquiring
into the microfilming prospects in their various countries.

It was a

bold move, but the time seemed opportune since the war had heightened
the awareness of record survival.

The Society would still have to

obtain funding for each project, but they were more assured that it
would be forthcoming than in the pre-war years.

By the end of the

year, all of the mission presidents had sent positive responses.

Minutes, 28 May 1945 (v. 5, p. 197).
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The board first turned its attention to England.

England was

the focal point of interest because it was the source of many early LDS
converts.

Cunningham had obtained permission to film in Liverpool and

Manchester and was in the process of negotiating for records in
Bradford, Burnley, Ipswich, Hereford and the National Library of
Wales.

It seemed there would be enough work in England to support the
2

operation of three cameras.

Even though the board had hesitated

earlier to let Cunningham direct the filming effort, they had
apparently relented to the fact that he was the one who was committed
and who was there to do it.
At the same time mission leaders in Holland, Sweden and Norway
were getting deeply involved in negotiations for approval to film
records.

Mission president Cornelius Zappey kept the First Presidency

as well as the Society informed of his work in The Netherlands.

The

board soon received a letter from the First Presidency cautioning it
that any request for funds to film in The Netherlands would have to be
3
approved by the Church's Committee on Expenditures.
The First
Presidency wanted to make sure the Society would not assume that it had
been given a blank check.

In Sweden, as in The Netherlands, the

leading negotiator was the mission president, in this case, Eben
Blomquist.

In Norway the negotiations were undertaken by Hilmar

Freidel, mission genealogical chairman.
Of the all the countries in which negotiations were taking
place, the Society had the least control of events in Germany.

The

2
Minutes, 27 August 1945, transcript of special report from
Committee on Opportunities in Europe, 10 September 1945.
3
Minutes, 25 November 1945 (v. 5, p. 205).
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mission presidency was heavily involved in dealing with human welfare
in a devastated country, but Langheinrich did not let genealogical
matters rest.

Once the records were gathered, the question of

ownership needed to be addressed.

While Langheinrich had obtained

permission to gather records from Russian military authorities, there
was no real constituted government to award possession.

Consequently,

Elder Benson had advised Langheinrich on his first visit to contact the
churches.

He did so, and was appointed by them to be chairman of a

committee to hold temporary custody of the records.

The committee, in
4
turn, authorized the Church to microfilm the records.
It all may have
appeared a contrived scheme to obtain permission for filming; but even

with permission there was no film available to initiate a project, and
there was no possibility for the Society to send film because the
war-time restriction against the conduct of trade between the United
States and Germany had not yet been lifted.
Not being able to keep the records in the mission home nor
deposit them all at the state archives in Berlin-Dahlem, Langheinrich
transferred many records to a villa at Wolfsgrun.

The villa had served

immediately after the war as a refugee center for the displaced members
of the LDS Church from Prussian territories to the east.
the refugees had largely been relocated.

By late 1945

Film copies of thousands of

registers, volumes of bound enlargements and the oldest and most
damaged original registers gathered by the RFS before the war were all
taken to Wolfsgrun.
4
Minutes, 14 January 1947 (v. 5, pp. 206-207).
Minutes, 27 October 1948, unpaged report from Archibald Bennett
on 1948 trip to Europe.
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Using his influence with the Russians, Langheinrich received
22,000 marks from the East German Academy of Science to build up the
operation in Wolfsgrun.

With this sum he was able to reimburse the

Church for 10,000 marks the mission had advanced him to cover the
expenses involved in locating and gathering the records.

Consequently,

the recovery operation described in a previous chapter was accomplished
at no cost to the Church.

The remainder of the money permitted

Langheinrich to undertake his long-held desire to film the records.
Roll film was not available but 9x12 cm sheets of film were.
If Langheinrich could not find film to fit his camera, he would make a
camera to fit his film.
today called microfiche.

He improvised cameras to produce "planfilme,"
Flat film had been the subject of

experimentation and discussion in Germany before Langheinrich made his
camera.

Whether or not he was aware of this, he was still at the

cutting edge of technology when he manufactured the machine he needed
from the scarce materials at hand.
With negotiations under way in many countries, it now came time
to once again see if the funding would be made available. The proposed
7
budget for filming in 1947 was $170,000.
It was a staggering sum
considering that until only recently the program had not even been
funded.

Only one project was in operation; the one in Denmark.

Now

the Society was asking to start up projects in England, The
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and tentatively Germany.

Commenting in a

board meeting on the possibilities before them, Joseph Fielding Smith
concluded, "Brethren, this is the most important thing I know anything
6
Hawkins, p. 19.
7
Minutes, 14 January 1947 (v. 5, p. 208).
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about.

The Lord has made so many records available to us, if we go

forward with all our might we will hardly get through."

8

The reason for this strong encouragement seems to have been a
sense of urgency occasioned by the unstable political atmosphere in
Europe.

Tensions had not died down with the armistice; the Soviet

threat now replaced the German one.

President Smith commented that the

world had survived two world wars but that a third ought to about do
it.

He stressed the need to obtain the records before another war

began.
Apparently the budget was approved but with some reservation.
J. Reuben Clark Jr. of the First Presidency came to the board
personally and stressed the need to develop a long range record
gathering program for at least a period of ten years or more to permit
expense estimates to be made.

He anticipated that the program would

eventually require millions of dollars.

Elder Clark indicated that the

plan should cover the length of filming in each country, how the films
were to be stored and how the records would be prepared for temple
work.

It is not certain how faithfully these instructions were

adhered to.

Clearly the First Presidency wanted to make sure the

Society controlled its aspirations to meet the means available to
fulfill it.

This was a message that would have to be repeated in the

years to come.
The board also decided that the time to function at a distance
was over.

John A. Widtsoe proposed that a representative of the

8

Ibid.

9
Minutes, 18 February 1947 (v. 5, p. 210).
10
Minutes, 18 February 1947 (v. 5, p. 209).
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Society go overseas to investigate further opportunities and conclude
filming arrangements.

The man chosen to go was Archibald Bennett.

11

Bennett had just returned from negotiating for years of filming in the
eastern United States.

Now Europe lay in front of him.

The groundwork

had been laid by the unheralded work of mission leaders in the British
Isles and Europe.

There was much to be hoped for.

Minutes, 14 January 1947 (v. 5, p. 208).

Chapter VIII

OVERWHELMING CONTRACTS

The month before Bennett's departure for Europe, the first
shipment of films arrived from Denmark.

A total of 495 rolls were

received—307 of parish registers and 189 of census records.

The

films represented a million pages of manuscript previously available to
the Society only through lengthy correspondence and frustrating delay.
It was a satisfying prelude to the initiation of many other projects in
quick succession.

The war had prepared many financially strapped

record keepers for Bennett's advent.

His success was overwhelming.

Bennett arrived in England in June 1947. The first item on the
agenda was employing a filmer.

The lot fell to George Fudge,

Cunningham's relative, just returned from military service and
available.

At the British mission headquarters in Liverpool, Bennett

met with the mission president, Selvoy J. Boyer, Cunningham and Fudge.
The young man wanted to go to America and said as much when he was
asked by Boyer to film.
experience.

Besides, Fudge explained, he had no filming

The group was unmoved by his arguments.

he consider it a Church calling.

Boyer suggested

Fudge reconsidered and asked them how

1
"Genealogical Society Receives Micro-Film Records from
Denmark," Church News. 24 May 1947, p. 4.
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long he would be needed.
years of work in England.

Bennett blandly estimated that there was ten
Fudge agreed to stay for at least two.

2

While Fudge was arranging his affairs, Cunningham and Bennett
traveled to Wales and Scotland to conclude filming negotiations.

The

two ventures proved to be contrasting experiences in negotiation.
Cunningham and Bennett met an affable Sir William Davies, chief
librarian, in his office at the National Library of Wales.

He

graciously and sympathetically agreed to all their requests, even
offering to let them use the camera the library had on order when it
arrived.

In addition, he offered to be their advocate before religious
3
and civil authorities.
In Scotland they met a subordinate official

who brusquely explained that opposition to their proposal had hardened
since Cunningham's earlier contacts.

The keeper of records did not

like the idea of Scottish records going out of the country and objected
to a second body in America being able to issue copies.

Permission was

refused.

Bennett argued for permission to create security copies and
4
obtained at least a commitment for the proposal to be resubmitted.
His persistence ultimately opened the archives of Scotland to the
Society.
Before leaving England, the two joined Fudge in Manchester and
on June 30, 1947, initiated Society-sponsored filming in England.
2
George H. Fudge Oral History, interview by Bruce Blumell, 1976,
pp. 1-2, Moyle Interviews.
3
Archibald F. Bennett, "The Record Harvest in Wales,"
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4
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Unlike the situation in America, there was no one here with much
filming experience.

Fudge received a half hour's instruction from a

representative of Kodak and that was it.

With only limited filming

experience to guide its efforts, the Society, perhaps, did not
anticipate the problems lack of training might cause.
a camera where it could and hoped for the best.
later.

It simply set up

Training would come

If lack of training were not enough, Fudge had to operate a

camera quickly becoming antiquated in the emerging field of microfilm
technology.

It was the Graflex which Frank Smith had used a year and

half earlier.

Given these circumstances, film quality problems could

be expected, and problems did arise as we shall note later.
Bennett was off to Stockholm.
the LDS mission presidents of Europe.

There he discussed plans with
They had gathered for a

conference under the direction of Alma Sonne, the supervisor of all the
mission presidents in Europe, to review the status of all LDS work on
the continent.
the missions.

Bennett was able to review the circumstances in each of
Addressing the presidents as a group, he encouraged

their support of microfilming efforts.

Bennett's words give some idea

of his persuasiveness and religious commitment:
I told them I too was speaking in behalf of a
mission field—more extensive and including more people
than all the other missions combined. Despite the fact
that it was under the Presidency of the Prophet Joseph
Smith and was blessed with labors of numbers of the
greatest missionaries for 117 years, not a single
baptism had been performed in that mission. They had
made converts, perhaps millions of them, but no
baptisms. In order for their mission to succeed the

Fudge, p. 2.

58
records to identify those in the spirit must be
j
gathered from the nations and sent to the temples.
The next stop was Denmark.
first time.

Here he met Arthur Hassa for the

Hassa had advocated the Society's cause well in Denmark.

He was assisted in his effort by the fact that civil authorities
controlled the records and held the power of ultimate permission.
Hassa related how the head bishop of Denmark utterly refused permission
for the filming to begin.
State Church.

He was overruled by the Ministry of the

The ministry was persuaded by the idea of having a film

copy of their records in another country, secure from destruction, in
event of another European war.
Bennett returned to Sweden.

The impact of the war in

sensitizing record keepers to record loss was clearly evinced here.
During the war the Genealogical Society of Sweden had recommended to
the Swedish sovereign that the country's church records be microfilmed
to preserve their information from possible destruction.

The

recommendation was later endorsed by the Central Bureau of Statistics,
the National Archives and the Department of Civil Defense.

The king

had instructed the National Archives and Central Bureau of Statistics
to devise a plan to accomplish their purpose. No concrete steps had
9
been taken before Bennett's arrival.
Bennett obtained verbal
permission from the head archivist and various regional archivists to
film there.
7
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Going next to Norway, Bennett met Hilmar Freidel, the mission
genealogical chairman who had conducted the negotiations.

Freidel

explained that the head archivist had sought a government appropriation
to film but was denied.

He felt the state archivist would readily

accept the Society's offer.

In Norway, money to accomplish the goal of

preserving the records seems to have been the motivating factor.
Anticipating that permission would be granted to film, Bennett
set out to find a filmer.

A representative of a local firm bid on the

project but the quotation was too high.

Freidel offered to film.

After a week of visiting archives, Bennett decided in Freidel's favor
and offered him the contract.

It was not necessarily a boon to

Freidel who gave up a good position as a chief of police with several
hundred employees under him.

11

As with Black and others, filming

offered job satisfaction to those committed to genealogy when there was
little monetary incentive.

Permission to film in Norway was granted

before the end of the month.
Bennett returned to England in middle August.

Going to Ripple

he found the rector and obtained permission to search the register in
which he hoped to find the baptism of his mother.

He wrote in his

journal, "I opened the book at the year 1869, and it opened at the very
page, where right at the top was [the] entry:
daughter of george and Mary Ann Neat . . . "

12

17 Nov 1859, Emma,
Such an experience might

Bennett, 1947 Journal, 13 August 1947.
Hilmar Freidel Oral History, interview by Richard Jensen,
1973, p. 42, unprocessed interview in Moyle Interviews; translation by
Richard Jensen, Joseph Fielding Smith Institute for Church History,
Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah.
12
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seem of trivial import to those who have not experienced genealogy.
For Bennett, as with his associates who sought to preserve the sources
of the genealogical past, it was an event to relish and a source of
inspiration to renewed effort.
Continuing with his negotiations, he visited various parishes
in England for a week, obtaining permission to film.

Unlike the

Scandinavian countries where the records had been collected in a
central location and permission needed to be obtained only once; in
England, the permission had to be acquired parish by parish.
Crossing the channel to The Netherlands, he met the head
archivist of the country, who reaffirmed the permission to film given
previously to the LDS mission president.
impact on the filming here.

The war had an unexpected

The mission president, Cornelius Zappey,

explained that leading officials were very cordial after learning the
extent of the welfare activities conducted by the LDS Church in
post-war Holland.

13

Bennett offered a contract to Rinze Schippers,

skilled photographer and Church member, who accepted.
Bennett then went by train to France, crossing the battlefields
he had once known as a soldier.

Because France was not a country high

among the Society's priorities, he had not been preceded by
correspondence and the contact of local leaders.

No one in the mission

office even seemed to know where the genealogical records were kept.
This did not deter Bennett.
calling.

He located a telephone directory and began

He obtained an appointment with the director of the National

Archives, Charles Samaran.
in France.

As in Norway, money was an important factor

At the interview Samaran explained they were going to

13
Bennett, 1347 Journal, 3 September 1947.
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obtain a microfilm machine but had no funds to film with.
offer to do the filming was accepted without much ado.
Bennett was next off to Switzerland.

Bennett's

14

He found Robert Oehler,

the state archivist, and other officials favorable towards filming.
Next—Italy.

The moderator of the Vaudois parishes gave permission.

Finally—West Germany.

As in France the groundwork for negotiations

here had not been laid.

There were other more pressing problems to

attend to.

Jean Wunderlich, the LDS mission president, promised to

investigate the opportunities and report back to the Society.

Bennett

could not get into East Germany because of military restrictions, but
he received notice that filming would soon begin at the Berlin archives
on planfilme.
Returning to England in late September, Bennett reported the
achievements of the past three and a half months to Sonne.
gratified, and indeed he had reason to be.

Sonne was

Bennett had finalized

contracts in Norway, Holland and the Vaudois parishes of Italy;
obtained tentative approval in Sweden and Wales; initiated filming in
England and had begun negotiations in France, West Germany and
Switzerland.

He had made in the words of one of his associates,

"overwhelming contracts and negotiations."

As a result of his success,

"it became a brand new operation that seemed to far overshadow anything
else that had ever been done by the Genealogical Society as a record
gathering agency."
14
Ibid., 4 September 1947.
15
Ibid., 5 September 1947.
Christiansen, p. 18.
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The ingredients of Bennett's success included many elements
beyond his purview—the heightened awareness of document preservation
resulting from the war, the lack of funds in archives for them filming,
the efforts of LDS church leaders to prepare the way.

But Bennett,

himself, provided a unmeasurable element of personality that did not
hesitate to meet any objection or consider any obstacle unmovable.
Society's offer was irresistible and so was its agent.

The

Chapter IX

PRESERVING THE FILMS
Negotiating was one aspect of preserving source materials for
the future.

An equally important aspect was the processing, printing

and storing of the films.

The Society trod untested ground in this

area just as they had entered unchartered warters in negotiations.
Somewhat removed from the photographic manufacturers of the east and
scrupulously careful about its expenditures, the Society depended upon
the improvisation of its staff to fulfill many of its needs.
The decade after the publication of Binkley's manual in 1935
witnessed spectacular developments in the field of microphotography.
Vernon Tate summarized them as follows:
Rotary and flatbed cameras capable of fast and
economical operation have been produced by several
manufacturers. Processing equipment, from primitve
hand methods, has been mechanized. Processing machines
are now the rule rather than the exception; printers,
auxiliary equipment, and finally reading machines are
available in several models at various price levels.
The Society benefited from these advances but was also able to make a
few contributions of its own.
Ernst Koehler was the Society's major contributor.

He built a

book cradle to eliminate shadows, to even out the surface of a bound
volume and thereby assure better focus in all portions of the exposure,

Tate, p. 252.
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and to prevent damage to the book spine.

The device consisted of two

panels on springs that would raise the side of the book with the least
number of pages and lower the side with the greatest number of pages
and a glass plate on top that helped flatten the pages.

Koehler also

designed and oversaw the manufacture of several film printers used to
create positive copies of the films for donors and patrons to use in
the library.

The negative could then be preserved to make future

copies if needed.
Koehler's crowning achievement in his own mind, however, was
the development of processing solutions that increased immensely the
permanence of the film.

Archival quality films needed to be completely

rid of residual silver and sodium theosulfate in order not to
deteriorate in time.

He developed solutions and implemented standards

far above those commonly in use at the time.

In November 1946, his

methods were observed intently by several scientists of Eastman Kodak
who admitted that is was the best system of processing to preserve
2
films as of that date.
Housing the films was equally important to proper processing.
By May 1945 the Society had created or purchased over 2,000 films and
had not yet provided for their storage.

At first there were no

shelves, drawers or containers, and the rolls were stacked on top of
3
lockers.
Somewhat belatedly the board considered the problem of how
to house them.
2

The board organized a committee to address the issue.

Koehler, p. [3].
3
Interview with Ellen Hill and Thelma Hill, 11 December 1984,
Salt Lake City, Utah, audio tape of interview in possession of the
author.
4
Minutes, 28 May 1945 (v. 5, p. 197).
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Eventually, because no shelving was commercially available,
wooden cabinets were constructed that housed the negative and positive
films together.

The negatives were encased in tin cans, five hundred

foot rolls to a can, and stacked on top of each other in the open
shelves comprising the upper portion of the cabinets.

The positives

were stored in hundred-foot rolls on metal reels, encased in cardboard
boxes and filed in drawers in the lower portion of the cabinets.
films were arranged by country.

The

This proved problematic when new films

were added from countries other than the last country in the file.
Space had to be left in the drawers, or all films had to be shifted for
the additional films.

The first solution was a waste of space, and the

second was a waste of time because hundreds, and later thousands of
films were continually being refiled.

Several years passed before the

Society numbered the films serially, doing away with the need to leave
space or shift.
Another aspect of filming operations was the inspection of the
processed negatives, the ordering of retakes when films were improperly
exposed, and the splicing of films where one volume was split between
reels.

The rapid expansion of filming necessitated the creation of a

new position over these functions.

James Black, filming in Virginia at

the time, was appointed microfilm editor in August 1947.

He returned

to find four to five thousands rolls accumulated that had not been
inspected or filed.

He meticulously set up procedures, compiled

manuals to teach photographers how to avoid errors and microfilm
inspectors how to catch them.

"Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 18.
g
Black, Oral History, p. 17.
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After the negatives were processed, positives needed to printed
for donors and library patrons.

When the Society first promised

positive copies of hundreds of films to record keepers in the United
States and Europe, it only had a limited ability to do this.

Koehler's

printers were too slow to match the volume of films, much less any
anticipated increases.

In September 1947, the purchase of a Depue
7
printer was authorized.
Film printers before this time were mostly
designed to process perforated films such as those used for motion
pictures.

The Depue handled unperforated film, as did Koehler's

printers, and with greater speed.
The Society next addressed the problem of building proper
facilities to house the equipment for processing and printing films.
Since Koehler was filming in Pennsylvania, this assignment was given to
Roy Holton.

Holton had happened into the library in the summer of 1947

and, as a trained photographer, had been intrigued to find it equipped
with a small microfilm lab.

accepted.

The Society offered him employment and he
g

He was assigned to improve the lab.

Work on the new facilities was completed by December 1947.
They included a dark room with stainless steel developing tanks, film
washing facilities, a small room for the film printer, a drying room
and a laboratory.

The staff improvised film drying drums comprised of

wooden slats which contracted inwards on springs as the film dried.

7
Minutes, 5 September 1947 (v. 5, p. 219).
g
Roy Holton Memoirs, 1947-1950, manuscript, p. [1], copy in
possession of the author.

67
The lab was touted at the time as the largest of its kind between
Chicago and Los Angeles.

9

Holton was sent to Chicago to become acquainted with the newest
equipment in the field.

With the backing of the board, he requested

and obtained an electronically controlled continuous microfilm
processor in November 1948.

Built to the specifications of the

Society, it replaced the antiquated manual process of dipping films,
wound in Stinemen reels, into vats.

Unexposed film entered the

processor at one end, wound automatically through a series of chemical
baths that developed, hardened and washed it. Developed film exited
the processor at about 40 feet per second.

The Society staff improved

the machine by installing a gravity flow replenishment system that
automatically kept the correct amount of chemical solution in the
various vats.
A state-of-the-art machine, the EDL processor was a fitting
addition to the microfilming program at the juncture of its tenth
anniversary.

R. Paul Ireland, the president of Engineering Development

Laboratories, the firm that developed the processor, was present at the
installation of the machine.
connecting

He praised the ingenuity of the staff in

the replenishing vats to the processor and their foresight

in designing a facility that permitted the equipment to be used
conveniently.
In pursuit of its own religious purposes, the Society was
carving a niche in the technical world of tools it required for the
9
"LDS to Begin Microfilm Process at New Plant," Salt Lake
Tribune. 12 December 1947, p. 38.
"Microfilm Held Durable as Paper," Church News, 14 November
1948.

job.

Improvising where it could and purchasing advanced equipment

beyond its means to manufacture, it operated in the vanguard of the
microfilming world.

The foundation had been laid to handle the filming

negotiated by Bennett.

It now remained only to place as many filmers

in the field as possible and to capture the countless records in
acetate.

Chapter X

FILMING WOES

The Society continually faced the task of employing good,
steady filmers. Many new filmers were hired in 1947 and 1948. Few had
photographic skills before their employment and learned frame by frame
what to do and what to avoid.

The Society acquired new filming

equipment but continued to use some of the less reliable machines of
the pre-war period.

Filming progress was halting as the infant filming

program developed a foundation of experience.

Nevertheless, the First

Presidency continued to provide funding equal to the Society's
requests.
The filming work was more often tedious than challenging.
Microfilming records was a repetitive and normally unexciting
«

activity.

Exposure by exposure, boredom would easily enervate the most

committed filmer.

Sometimes microfilming required frequent travel,

compelling the filmer to live out of his suitcase.
no money in it.
the war.

Finally, there was

The Society paid pitifully substandard wages before

Only after the war did it raise them to a tolerable level.

The Society was not necessarily remiss in paying low wages, as most
filmers were hired unskilled and could not expect much more elsewhere.
Still, the wage was not a motivating factor.
Black Oral History, p. 23.
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Black persisted in his

70
filming because he knew he was building up the library and that was
satisfying to him.

2

Before the war the undependable Graflex cameras had caused
unending hours of frustrated attempts to keep them functioning
properly.

Society managers hesitated to replace them when new cameras

came on the market because of the expense.

Finally, they succumbed to

the complaints of the filmers.

Black struck a deal to return to North
3
Carolina to film after the war only if provided a new camera.
He got

what he wanted, a Kodak model E.
very dependable.

The model E was easily portable and

When the camera proved its superior speed and quality

in the field, other cameras were readily obtained.

In addition to the

model E, the more stationery model C's and D's were later obtained for
long-term projects filmed in a single place.

The Kodaks were the real

workhorses of the filming program.
Camera operators had to be careful of a number of things when
they filmed.

If there was any movement during an exposure, the film

image would be blurred.

Trying to hurry through a project, an operator

might turn the pages too fast, causing blurs.

On the other hand, being

too careful might lengthen the project interminably.

The best

photographers worked into an even pace and kept going at that pace all
.
4
day.
A second problem was controlling the density of the background
on the film image.

A dark density on a positive film (caused by too

little light) would obscure the film image, and a light density (caused
2
Ibid., p. 25.
3

Ibid., p. 44.

4

Ibid., p. 49.
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by too much light) would washout the image.

The density of an exposure

was affected by exposure time, which had to be adjusted for documents
of varying hue,
A third consideration involved the decision of what to film.
Operators were given general guidelines, but they were also given
leeway to copy important records when they were available.

In a county

courthouse, some photographers would film only the records they could
find and film easily, ignoring what might show up in attics or
basements.
The filmers envisioned by Bennett during his eastern tour in
1946 began to be hired and placed in 1947. Acquaintances of those
already involved in the program and members of the Church were
employed, sometimes without any regard to technical skill.

At times

filmer would find themselves unsuited for the work and would chose to
pursue other interests.

Erhard Koehler, the oldest son of Ernst

Koehler, began filming in Maryland during the spring of 1947. He
resigned after a short while and was replaced by his brother, William,
later in the spring.
Lloyd Hughes, an acquaintance of James Black from Atlanta,
Georgia was hired to film in New Jersey and Pennsylvania early in
1947.

He then set up in Connecticut for a long stay.

continue to film for many years.
throughout 1947 and into 1948.

Hughes would

Ernst Koehler filmed in Pennsylvania

James Black filmed in Virginia until he

was called home to become the film editor late in 1947.

In December,

James Ray from Wilmington, North Carolina (another Black acquaintance)
began filming in the place Black had vacated in Virginia.
5
Ibid., p. 25.
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Black recognized the need to train the newly hired filmers to
deal with the varied technical problems of filming.

After a brief stay

in Salt Lake City, he returned east for the final three months of the
year to make sure the new operators followed the techniques that would
assure their effectiveness.
The microfilm operators hired in Europe between 1946 and 1947
were often untrained as some of their American counterparts.

After

Bennett's departure from England in 1947, two new operators without any
filming experience were hired there.
filming in Wales.

On October 7, John Leach began

On October 10, Ralph Blakeburn began to film at

Preston, England, where LDS missionary work had begun 110 years
earlier.

Later in the year, on December 1, Rinze Schippers was
7
employed to film in Holland.
Lack of training among the English operators was soon evident.
It was reported to the board that of the films taken there in 1947,
over 50 percent required retakes.

The rate of retakes for Denmark was

D

less but was still unacceptable.

As we shall note later, the board

decided to send Black to England in the summer of 1948 to train the
operators as he had in the eastern United States.
Another problem faced in England, as in the United States, was
the necessity of traveling from place to place to do the filming.

This

was not the case in many European countries where the records had been
gathered into civil or church archives.
process.

Travel complicated the filming

In January 1948 Cunningham and Fudge traveled to the parish

Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 20.
7

Ibid., pp. 19-20.
Minutes, 7 July 1948 (v. 5, p. 246).
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of Kirton, the ancestral home of the LDS Church founder, Joseph Smith.
They set up in a small unheated vestry with stone floors and moss on
the walls.

The weather was poor; it was raining and cold.

The camera

shutter broke late in the evening, and all efforts to repair it
failed.

At nine o'clock they left to find a place to sleep.

hours later they found accommodations.

Three

As a result of this

misadventure, Cunningham placed an order for a van to carry equipment
and to provide an emergency resting place.

It appeared at first that a

two-year wait would precede delivery because of the scarcity of
vehicles in the wake of the war.

However, within two weeks the auto

dealer called to explain that a small van had become available due to a
g
cancellation. It was immediately purchased.
In East Germany, Langheinrich, divorced from any technical
assistance or supplies from the Society, tenaciously pursued his
filming.

Photographing onto planfilme began in late 1947.

that much of the filming was done at Wolfsgrun.

It appears

A total of 12,000

fiche were created before Langheinrich changed over to roll film when
it became available again.
The working conditions in Wolfsgrun were not ideal.
Langheinrich, his wife and his son were not permitted to obtain ration
cards because their permanent residence was Berlin.

Consequently, they

9
Fudge, pp. 5-7.
Corbett, p. 17.
Unfortunately, the "planfilme" was nitrate base. When one of
the microfiche began to smolder in a reader in Salt Lake City, the
fiche were restricted from public access. Attempts to copy them in the
early 1970s onto safety film did not produce good copies. The fiche
were stored uncataloged and inaccessible until 1978. Another attempt
to make copies with a better duplicator was more successful. The fiche
were cataloged and are now available to the public.
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had to depend upon weekly shipments of food from friends and Church
members in Berlin.

When they discovered that some their food shipments

were being stolen or tampered with, they had to travel an extra
distance to pick up the packages at an earlier station along the rail
line.
Several Church members displaced from former German territories
in the east were employed in filming the records.

At first, it appears

that planfilme was created by re-photographing the German films made
before and during the war.

As film images of the left- and right-

hand pages had been taken on separate rolls, a special device was
constructed that juxtaposed two rolls of film, rematching the pages and
13
permitting them to be exposed together on the fiche.
filmed were from Silesia and East Prussia.

The records

It is perhaps fitting that

the exiled records of the fathers should be filmed by the outcast
children.

In February 1948, the first batch of Langheinrich's fiche

arrived in Salt Lake City.
With filming continuing in the eastern United States and new
projects opening up in Europe, the Society proposed and the First
Presidency approved a 1948 filming budget of $370,000.
14
than twice the 1947 budget of $170,000.

This was more

The expense for filming now

comprised one-half the total budget of the Society, whereas only three
years earlier this expense had been non-existent.
12
Interview with Armin Langheinrich, 17 September 1979, Salt
Lake City, Utah.
13
Archibald F. Bennett, "First Record Films Arrive from
Germany," Improvement Era 51 (April 1948):234.
14
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Chapter XI

IN ALPINE HEIGHTS

In 1948 the Society placed emphasis on European operations
while United States filming continued at an even pace.

It seemed

opportune to film in Europe because its political situation remained
clouded and the possibility loomed of renewed hostilities, endangering
records.

As Archibald Bennett wrote to Alma Sonne, the European

mission president, "we should strike with all our might while the iron
is hot . . . "

The Society also needed to train filmers and film

inspectors in Europe as it had in the United States during 1947. With
its attention focused on Europe, the Society pursued negotiations,
achieving continued success, and regulated the operation of the
cameras at its disposal.
The Society encountered difficulties managing European
operations from the distant arena of Salt Lake City.

In Norway, the

National Archivist rejected the Model E Recordak camera as unsuitable
for filming when it arrived there in late 1947. A larger camera, a
2
model D, was sent to suit him.

Having no real technical agent in

Europe, the Society had to depend upon the help of President Sonne in
England to evaluate the capabilities of microfilming firms in Sweden
Archibald F. Bennett to Alma Sonne, 25 February 1948, QS Corr.
2

Ibid.
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3
before awarding a contract.

In Switzerland the head of the

Association of Professional Genealogists pressured the Society to
finance a card index to the Swiss parish registers in lieu of filming
4
them.
The Society relied on the church mission leaders to handle
these problems, but these leaders, of course, had many other matters
demanding their attention.
Religious opposition to filming projects was a continual
obstacle in some places.
technical problems.

It presented a more perplexing issue than

In England, the negotiators hesitated to go to

higher levels of church administration for fear that a negative
response would deny access to numerous parishes at one stroke.

In

Norway, religious officials were more strident but less effective
because of state control over the records.

Continued press campaigns

and the pressure of ecclesiastical authorities on archival officials
delayed filming for nearly a year.

As in Denmark several years

earlier, civil officials eventually stymied religious opposition.
All the time, new opportunities were materializing in Europe.
The chance to film in Finland arose early in 1948 because of that
7
country's fear of Soviet designs on their territory.
The archival
authorities in Finland were equally motivated by the desire to get
copies of the church records, scattered in the individual parishes of
3
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4
Archibald F. Bennett to Alma Sonne, 30 March 1948, QS Corr.
5
Fudge, p. 7.
Minutes, 27 October 1948, Bennett 1948 trip report.
7
Joseph Fielding Smith to First Presidency, 20 April 1948,
GS Corr.

77
p

Finland, into the national archives system.

The possibility of

filming in Czechoslovakia also came before the board at this time.

9

The board decided to send Bennett to Europe during the summer
of 1948 to pursue the emerging possibilities there and deal with the
problems in existing operations.

Black followed him a month later to

train filmers and film inspectors.
Bennett left for England in June.

Among other tasks, he

engaged in what he was best at—negotiating a deal.
been denied a year earlier to film in Hereford.

Permission had

He and Fudge visited

the librarian in charge of the records and changed his mind.
Bennett was off to Germany.

Next,

He found that permission had been obtained

in West Germany to film in Hessen and Bavaria.
Berlin, Bennett finally met Langheinrich.

Crossing over to

Unfortunately for the West

German microfilming program, the planfilme operation had been cut short
that very month by a currency reform that had wiped out mission funds.
Still, Langheinrich was about to initiate a small roll film
..
11
operation.
Traveling to Stockholm, Bennett negotiated a contract with
Rekolid, a Swedish firm, to do the copying in Sweden and Finland.

As

in Denmark, a contract was offered to a firm having no connection to
the LDS Church.

This would prove the exception rather than the rule in

later LDS filming after the Society had built up its own expertise and
8
Henry A. Mathis to Alma Sonne, 23 April 1948, Finnish Mission
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3
Archibald F. Bennett to Alma Sonne, 20 March 1948, GS Corr.
10
Archibald F. Bennett, "Microfilming Missions," selection from
a letter home, 15 June 1948.
11
Minutes, 27 October 1948, Bennett 1948 trip report.

78
equipment base.

At that time, it seemed wisest to work out the best

filming arrangement possible for each country.

In the case of Rekolid

it would be a beneficial experience, with great amounts of exposures
being taken at low cost, free of error.

12

Bennett found operations in Norway progressing well in spite of
continued opposition.

In Holland he was impressed with Schipper's

construction of an efficient book cradle, matching Koehler's ingenuity
in America.

In Switzerland, Bennett found that the LDS mission

president, Scott Taggart, had obtained permission to film in Basel,
Geneva, Liestal and Bern.

The asking price for the filming was high,

because, as Bennett surmized, no prior work of this magnitude had ever
been undertaken there and the risks were too forbidding.

13

In France

and Belgium Bennett found archivists compliant, and it seemed nothing
would impede the eventual signing of contracts there.
While Bennett was thus engaged on the continent, Black arrived
in England.

The first problem he dealt with was the filmers' wages.

He worked with Boyer and was able to improve their pay.

14

Black found

piles of uninspected films at the processing center in Dewsbury, a
factor that delayed the discovery of errors in time for them to be
corrected and not perpetuated.

He established procedures for detecting

camera problems, processing the films, inspecting them for errors,
requiring retakes and other technical matters.

He then visited the

various projects and worked with the filmers individually.
needed to learn not to blur pages.

Leach

Blakeburn needed to improve his

12
Black Oral History, p. 19.
13
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14
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speed without sacrificing quality.
15
worked out.

Methodically, the problems were

After his visit the quality of the filming improved

dramatically.
Before leaving England, Black received a call from Bennett to
borrow a camera from there for use in Italy and Switzerland.

The only

machine was the Graflex which Cunningham had purchased three years
earlier.

Black would have to make it do.

The first camera to film in

England would now become the first camera to film in Italy and later in
Switzerland.
Bennett and Black faced numerous obstacles in the Italian
filming.

The records were those of the Vaudois, descendants of a

French protestant group that centuries earlier had found refuge in
Italy from religious persecution in their homeland.

The Vaudois

villages were nestled in the rugged and nearly inaccessible terrain of
the Alps.

Accompanying President Barker and his wife of the French

mission in their car, Bennett and Black arrived at Torre Pellice,
headquarters of the Vaudois Church.
The group set up their operation in a hotel.

Black plugged in

the camera and immediately blacked out the lights in the building
because of a short in the power cord.

Fumbling into the hall, he

bumped into the proprietor, who was searching in the dark for the
hotel's main switch.

Once the lights were back on, Black repaired the

short and was ready to film.

In the days that followed, Bennett and

the Barkers drove to the different parishes gathering records.

As

15
Black, "Microfilming Experiences," pp. 23-26.
Minutes, 5 November 1348, unpaged report of James Black on
1948 trip to Europe.
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there was no darkroom, Black changed film rolls in the closet.

They

received more records than they anticipated and ran out of film; so
the Barkers drove back to Switzerland to get more.

In spite of the

many problems, six weeks work was accomplished in three.

17

The Vaudois parishes was the first and last filming project in
which Bennett was directly involved.

Both physically and

metaphorically, he had pursued his purpose to Alpine heights. Within
the space of two years, most of western Europe had agreed to let an
obscure society from the distant state of Utah microfilm their
genealogical records.

Having set the program in motion, it now

remained for the filmers to begin the diurnal process of making the
Society's promises a reality.
After the Italian venture, Black initiated a project that had
previously been arranged for in Switzerland by Bennett.

He then

visited and reviewed the work going on in Holland, Norway and Denmark.
Just prior to leaving Europe he spent a week helping to establish the
filming in Sweden.

A decade had passed, and the dreams of 1938 had

become the realities of 1948.
As the duo completed their activities in Europe, another drama
was unfolding in the Soviet zone of Germany.

The local Russian

commandant over the area including the Wolfsgrun villa was not
favorably disposed to the activities of this religious group within his
district.

He had other uses for the villa.

In October 1948 he gave

Langheinrich twenty-fours hours notice that he had to move his records
to a new location, so the building could be used to train local
17
Archibald F. Bennett, "Vaudois Records Microfilmed,"
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communist cadre.

Even before Langheinrich could make the move, the

building was taken over by its new occupants.

They accompanied the

removal of the records with religious hymns sung mockingly from the
second floor.
Langheinrich took the records to a former restaurant in the
nearby village of Eibenstock.

Microfilming proceeded during the

month of November, but the new facilities proved completely
unsatisfactory.
pressure.

Among other problems there was hardly any water

Langheinrich concluded to take the records back to Berlin.

Luckily, the library at Humboldt University in East Berlin had just
re-roofed the bomb-shattered ceiling of the upper floor in their
building.
once more.

The shelves in the room sat empty.
19

18
Interview with A. Langheinrich.
Ibid.

The records came to rest

Chapter XII

OF WHAT WORTH?
With only three years of steady filming behind it, the Society
entered 1949 with a half-a-million dollar budget and an operation on
two continents.

It was a time to reflect upon achievements, reconsider

its purposes, and decide what direction it should now take.
Before Bennett left Europe in late 1948 he wrote to the board,
"The record opportunities in Europe are vast, and far beyond our first
anticipation."

Not only had the Society negotiated for projects which

far superseded the means of the Society to photograph, but even more
projects seemed to crowd on the sidelines.

Wallace Toronto, president

of the LDS Czechoslovakian mission, notified the Society in December
1948 that permission to microfilm had been received from the Catholic
archbishop of that country.

2

It seemed for the time being that filming

France would soon begin.

A proposed contract was discussed and
3
approved by the board at their meeting in January 1949.
At the same meeting Joseph Fielding Smith reported that the

First Presidency realized the Society was "all out" to promote the work
as fast as possible.

Smith felt impelled to promote it himself because

Minutes, 27 October 1948, Bennett 1948 trip report.
2
Minutes, 21 December 1948 (v. 5, p. 4).
3
Minutes, 11 January 1949 (v. 5, p. 5).
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he felt the time was short in which to accomplish the work, referring
no doubt to the LDS expectations of a millenial reign preceded by a
general world crisis.

He concluded that he was amazed at the First

Presidency's approval to carry on such an extensive program,
4
considering its small start.
With these prospects before them, the
board forwarded a budget of nearly twice the amount of 1948 to the
First Presidency—a total of $607,113.

The budget was eventually

approved.
The brilliant prospects did not preclude the persistence of
perplexing worries.
a price.

Langheinrich's accomplishments in Germany came at

He had accomplished much of work through the assistance of

the Russian occupation forces.

While he had no sympathy for communism

he played the role of a communist fellow-traveler to obtain their
cooperation.

In the supercharged political atmosphere of East Germany,

these activities were viewed askance by the LDS East German mission
president, Walter Stover.

Stover was concerned that Langheinrich had

used "clever manipulations" to obtain communist recognition of his
work.

He claimed that Langheinrich was receiving a "large salary" from

the Russians.

Stover was apprehensive because Langheinrich had

confided to him that if the Russians knew of the films going to
America, they would surely arrest him and send him to Siberia.
feared Langheinrich's activities endangered not only the filming
program but the whole Church organization in East Germany.
4

Ibid.

5
Minutes, 13 January 1949 (v. 6, p. 7).
Minutes,, 15 March 1949 (v. 5, p. 14).

Stover

Langheinrich was, indeed, walking a tightrope, yet he did it
fearlessly.

Arthur Gaeth, an American correspondent in Europe, relates

an experience he had when Langheinrich took him to see the Russian
general Sokolovsky:

"Paul nearly scared me to death today.

He would

go charging past those Russian guards so fast I couldn't keep up with
him.

I hung back, not sure it was safe.

turn around, and motion me to hurry up."

Paul, way ahead, would stop,

7

Because of Langheinrich's forceful and uncompromising
personality, it was perhaps inevitable that friction would develop
between him and Stover.

The result was that Stover initiated his own

filming program, leaving Langheinrich to do as he pleased.

He set up a

Kontophot camera, a pre-war relic, in the mission home to begin filming
the records Langheinrich had deposited in the Berlin Main Archives.

He

informed the board that he thought he ought to be able to film at half
g
of what Langheinrich charged.
Back in the United States, the Society faced the issue of
storing its ever increasing complement of films.

In May 1949, film

storage at the library appeared likely to exceed capacity in two
months.

The board had to search for a new location for the negatives.

Temporary storage was located in the basement of the Church Office
9
Building, on South Temple street, in the same block as the library.
More significantly, John A. Widtsoe raised the question that in
the hurry to film had somehow been left hanging.
7
Corbett, p. 20.
8

Minutes, 15 March 1949 (v. 5, p. 15).
g
Minutes, 25 October 1949 (v. 5, p. 23).

"Are we taking
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10

steps," he asked, "to provide for their [the films] maximum use?"

Indeed, the Society was now expending hundreds of thousands of dollars
to create films but had not done much beyond publicity to encourage
private researchers to use them.

Why obtain the films if, for the most

part, they remained unused, gathering dust like the originals they came
from?

The solution agreed to by the board was to hire, train and

adequately pay researchers who could effectively use the films.

Joseph

Fielding Smith agreed strongly to this plan, saying that he felt the
Society ought to accustom Church members to having work done by trained
researchers.
It was a logical conclusion, based upon the level of
genealogical expertise in the Church at that time and the many
perplexities of genealogical research—taxing to the ingenuity of even
the most professional researcher.

It was perhaps impossible to

envision the day when the films would fuel the extraction program,
making enough names available to justify the proliferation of temple
building and ordinance work worldwide; or, the creation of the
International Genealogical Index, not only a record of temple
ordinances but also a massive index to sources; or, the branch library
system, which makes the films accessible worldwide.
board members knew the filming was important.

Intuitively the

But if they envisioned

it personally, they discussed it only in terms of the possibilities of
their day.
While the real worth of the films was in the future, the cost
was in the present.

Budget time approached as 1949 came to a

Minutes, 27 August 1949 (v. 6, p. 22).
11,..,
Ibid.
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conclusion.

A slightly larger budget was submitted for 1950 than that
12

for 1949; about $550,000.
were devalued.
filming.
Sweden.

Then, late in 1949, European currencies

Suddenly, the Society was paying more than ever for

Major contracts were in force with firms in Denmark and
In spite of the firms' protests that their costs had

increased, the Society cancelled the contracts, pending their
13
renegotiation.
The board picked L. Garrett Myers, the superintendent
of the Society, to be an envoy to Europe to take care of the details.
As with Bennett, but from behind the scenes, Myers had supported
filming from the first.

He was in charge of the Society's finances and

was the logical choice for renegotiating contracts.
The devaluation had another unexpected impact.

When the board

sought the approval of the First Presidency to send Myers, that body
concurred but with the addendum, "Filming expenditures have been very
high and our expenditures are becoming increasingly heavy [so] that
every effort must be made to keep the film expenditures to the lowest
14
possible point."
It was a gentle reminder that filming had to
compete with the many other important Church programs for funds.
President Clark suggested holding back in Belgium and France, countries
for which budget money had been committed, but where no filming had yet
taken place.

Eventually, the advice of the First Presidency became

more final when the Budget Committee of the Church asked the Society to
12
Genealogical Society to Church Budget Committee, 17 June 1950,
GS Corr.
13
Minutes, 30 December 1949 (v. 6, p. 25).
14
First Presidency to John A. Widtsoe, 18 January 1950, GS Corr.
Minutes, 28 February 1950 (v. 5, p. 31).
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reduce its budget for 1950 by 20 percent.

Coping with this request

might have had a serious impact on the Society's ability to fulfill its
contracts except for several fortuitous circumstances.
Myers was in Europe between March and May of 1950. When he
returned to Salt Lake City, he was able to report cost reductions in
Scandinavia ranging from 15-20 percent.

Additionally, he reported that

the Society had been granted dealership prices for raw film from
DuPont.

This, coupled with the granting of import licenses in Holland,

Norway, Denmark and Germany would now permit the Society to overcome
the virtual Kodak monopoly in those countries.

Negotiations were also

in the works, according to Myers, to secure dealerships from DuPont for
Rekolid in Sweden, giving them the chance to get their film wholesale.
This would permit the same savings in film costs there.

Myers also

found that DuPont was considering a further reduction in its wholesale
price to the Society.

In total, Myers calculated reductions of

$130,000 to $150,000, meeting the request of the Budget Committee.
Filming in France and Belgium would have to wait until the end of the
decade.
The rollback of funds in 1350 ended the spiraling budget
witnessed in the 1947-1949 period.
decade.

The budget would even out now for a

The Society had found the limits of its aspirations, for the

cost of filming had caught up with the means of the Church to pursue
it.
Even as the filming program steadied on a plateau, the board
effected a change indicative of its direction.

In January 1951, the

16-.
Joseph Fielding Smith to First Presidency, 5 June 1950,
GS Corr.
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board realigned the responsibilities of Myers and Bennett.

Among other

assignments, Myers was given full responsibility for the microfilming
program.

Bennett's work was confined to genealogical instruction,

publicity and publications.

17

His energies were redirected and the

pace at which new projects were initiated slowed for a while.
Society had many promises to fulfill before it made new ones.

17
Minutes, 15 January 1951 (v. 5, p. 42).

The

Chapter XIII

A FILMING BOOM

The daily work of the microfilm cameraman bore little
resemblance to that of his distant cousin in Hollywood.

Page by page,

item by item, collection by collection, he tediously recorded unending
images on film.

His product was not acclaimed by great audiences.

Someone might notice his name on a titleboard at a later date and
momentarily wonder who he was.

Unheralded, these modern-day monks with

cameras copied countless tomes for posterity.
From 1946 to 1950, the first filming boom occurred.

Production

rose dramatically from 450 rolls in 1945, to a high of 17,543 rolls in
1949.

It would remain at this level for most of the next decade.
The greatest success at the end of the 1940's took place in

Scandinavia.

Filming had begun in Denmark in 1945 and in Norway,

Sweden and Finland in 1948. At least eight cameras were concentrated
in these lands, about half the total then being used by the Society.
The Norwegian program was completed first.

Occupied throughout

the winter of 1948 and 1949 at Oslo, Hilmar Freidel and his wife, Paula
(who also filmed), moved on to the archives at Bergen for filming
during the spring and summer.

In the evenings, Hilmar would do

James M. Black, "Microfilm Chronology," typescript on microfilm,
pp. 7-16, HD Archives; filmed with "Microfilming Experiences".
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research in the records he was filming or sponsor genealogical meetings
for local residents.

Out of their filming salary, they paid their own

travel and hotel expenses, fees to security personnel for bringing them
2
the records, and the cost of shipping and insuring the films.

From

Bergen they moved on to Trondheim in the fall of 1949, to Hamar in the
winter, and then to Kristiansand in 1950.

By May 1951, a month short

of three full years, the Freidels had completed the terms of their
contract.

They had produced 3,355 rolls of film containing the lineage
3
records of Norway through approximately 1875.
Under the direction of Hassa, two operators using a German
Fotokopist camera filmed in the national and regional archive in
Copenhagen and then in the regional archives at Viborg, Odense, and
Aabenraa.
of 1950.
1952.

They sent a total of 3,350 films to the Society by the end
They completed the work on the original. 1946 contract in

The Rekolid company controlled projects in both Sweden and

Finland.

The Society's decision to contract with a firm rather than

install their own operators proved to be beneficial in these
countries.

Of all the work the Society contracted over the years,
4
James Black felt this was the most problem free.
The possibility of filming in Finland was uncertain at first.
Unlike the rest of Scandinavia, many of the parish records were still
in the parishes.

Possible religious opposition loomed when a conclave

of bishops met to decide whether to permit the filming and concluded in
confusion—some opposed to and some in favor of the project.
2
Freidel, p. 43.
3
Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 55.
4
Black Oral History, p. 19.

While the
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conclave was in adjournment, the minister of education, a clergyman
himself, sent instructions to the ministers to assist in the filming.
The bishops did not meet again until the filming was well under way.
When they did meet they apparently felt that the efficiency of the
program outweighed any preconceptions and all were now in favor of the
undertaking.
The books were gathered into the various archives, filmed and
returned to the parishes.
transport the records.

The Society purchased a fireproof van to

Four cameras, more than were located in any

country outside the United States, worked in Finland from 1949 to
1951.

The threat of Soviet intervention in Finnish affairs spurred

this intense effort.

By the end of 1950, the Society had received

approximately 8,000 rolls of film from Finland.

The project was

substantially completed by 1952 when three of the cameras were moved to
Sweden.
The unanticipated impact of the war is seen in the successful
initiation of filming in Sweden.

In April 1949, the LDS mission

president in Sweden, Eben Blomquist, presented the first 250 rolls of
positive donor copies to the state archivist, Bertil Boethius. The
archivist responded, "It is satisfactory to know that if anything
should happen to our records here, another copy can be obtained from
7
over there."
The Swedish filming progressed smoothly with only one
camera in the late 1940s, The Society had received a total of 1,650
5
Bennett, "Utah's Great Research Center," p. 17.
6
"Microfilm Operations Speed Ahead in Finland," Church News, 26
January 1949, p. 21.
7
Archibald F. Bennett, "A Welcome Gift to the State Archives of
Sweden," Improvement Era 53 (August 1950):621.
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Swedish films by the end of 1950. With the addition of three cameras
as the Finnish project wound down, production increased significantly,
so that by the end of the decade the size of the Swedish film
collection had surpassed that of all other countries, excluding the
United States.
English filming did not fare so well.

When Myers returned from

renegotiating European contracts in 1950, he reported that the
g
situation there was in a "sad state."

Progress, as reported by Myers,

was only going well in Wales where Davies supported it.

In spite of

repeated failures, Cunningham continually requested the permission of
the clergy before filming.

Indicative of his attitude was an incident

recalled by Black during his visit in 1948.
to Hereford.

He and Cunningham traveled

They discovered the original parish registers of the area

where Wilford Woodruff had converted hundreds during the early
missionary work in England.

The librarian granted permission to film,

but Cunningham insisted on obtaining the permission of the priest. He
9
asked and was refused.
Gordon Kendall was hired as a filmer in late
1948.

He and Ralph Blakeburn initiated a project in the Isle of Man,

where some filming had been done previously for the Society by
University Microfilms.
10
in Ireland.

Later in the year, Blakeburn initiated filming

George Fudge finished up his two years of filming in England
and immigrated to America in 1949.

Intent upon settling in the

northwestern United States, he dropped by the offices of the Society
6
Minutes, 17 May 1950 (v. 5, p. 35).
9
Black, "Microfilming Experiences," p. 25.
10
Black, "Microfilm Chronology," pp. 7-3.
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for only a visit.
England.

He wanted to find out who he had been working for in

Bennett greeted him and asked if he was ready to start

filming again.
once again.

Although he was hesitant, he conceded to Bennett's will

Little did he suspect that he would continue as a Society

employee and eventually become its managing director in the 1980s.
Fudge was the only filmer ever to achieve that position.
While English production continued haltingly, progress was
being made on the European continent.

Rinze Schippers, who filmed in

The Netherlands, was not only an LDS Church member but also a competent
photographer.

Black was impressed with the efficiency of his work

during the fall of 1948. As in Sweden, the war proved to be
providential to filming here.
during the war.

The Netherlands lost one of its archives

After Bennett had presented the chief archivist with

200 donor roll positives in 1948, he wrote, "It is clear that this is
of interest to the Netherlands; in the case of calamity in Europe and
disaster overtaking the original registers, there will always be a copy
in Utah."

Interestingly, in 1950 disaster did occur.

A flood

destroyed records that had been filmed by the Society, and it was able
to provide film copies of the lost records to The Netherlands.

12

The Netherlands became even more significant in the filming
program when the Society established a small film laboratory in The
Hague in late 1950 to process films from England and Holland.
move was dictated by economics.

13

The

Because of Kodak's virtual monopoly in

11
Archibald Bennett, "The Archives of Holland," Improvement Era
52 (December 1949):870.
12
William Raymond Brace, "The Utah Genealogical Society,"
(Master's thesis, Univesity of Chicago, 1956), p. 40.
13
Black, "Microfilming Experiences," pp. 53-54.
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England and Holland, the cost of processing there was three times the
cost in Salt Lake City.

Myers anticipated that the Society could save

$2,000 a month by establishing a laboratory in Holland.

14

The

laboratory continued in operation for nearly fifteen years, becoming
the processing center for all European filming.
Filming began propitiously in Switzerland but was abruptly
halted by bad press.

The filmer at Basel granted an interview and

naively discussed LDS temple work more than the filming.

By the time

of Myers' visit in 1950, both the LDS mission president and the
officials of the firm that had contracted to do the work recommended
the suspension of filming to let the controversy cool.
Not much happened in West Germany at the conclusion of the war
until a mission genealogical chairman, Johannes Straumer, was
appointed.

Straumer, who had served as a lieutenant colonel during the

war, was commanding a depleted army of 30,000 men in Yugoslavia at the
war's end.

Fearing the obliteration of his force by Yugoslav

partisans, he fought through to the British lines where he
surrendered.

He spent some time searching for his family whom he had

lost track of during the conflict.

He found his wife and at the same

time found a new faith, converting to the LDS church, to which his wife
already belonged.

He asked to be called on a mission and was assigned

to be the mission genealogical chairman.
As in East Germany, records from the lost provinces of Prussia
had been secreted in mines (in this case potassium mines), in the
14
Minutes, 17 May 1350 (v. 5, pp. 33-34).
15
"LDS Convert Buys Histories for Church," Church News, 1
November 1950, p. 5.
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vicinity of Qrosleben, near Hannover.

These were gathered by the

British occupation forces to the Kaiser House in Goslar, a mansion
restored at untold cost by Hitler in the 1930s.

Filming the records

became urgent when the Soviets began to exert pressure to have the
17
records returned to their control.
company to do the work.

Straumer arranged for a filming

The positive donor copies were sent to

Hannover, where they were gladly received—the records had been saved
18
for the west.

Straumer brought the first negative rolls with him to

19
the United States when he immigrated in late 1950.

The crunch on the

filming budget in 1950 temporarily suspended the initiation of other
projects in West Germany.

It was not until late in the decade that

funds became available for more filming there.
In the meantime, further east, Stover and Langheinrich
continued in their separate ways.

Stover employed a few women widowed

by the war, who needed some means of sustenance, to do the filming.
Stover ferried the registers from the Berlin-Dahlem archives to the
mission home for filming and back to the archives again.
were basically untrained and the camera antiquated.

The women

Myers visited the

mission home on his 1950 tour of Europe and later observed, "the women
could snap the film, go off and eat a sandwich or two before it would
close the gap and take a picture."

20

Essentially, everything done at

16
Adam Stebelski, The Fate of Polish Archives During World War II
(Warszawa: Central Directorate of State Archives, 1964), p. 52.
17
Joseph Fielding Smith to First Presidency, 5 June 1950,
GS Corr.
18
Minutes, 24 October 1950 (v. 5, p. 38).
19
"LDS Convert Buys Histories," p. 5.
20 w
Myers, p. 100.
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first needed to be redone.

Corrective measures were taken, and Black

was able to report by late 1950 that film quality had improved
22
substantially.
Soon after Langheinrich moved his collection in late 1949 from
Wolfsgrun to East Berlin, the director of the archives brought him a
faded document and asked him to see what he could do to copy it.
produced a better copy than the original.

Paul

The director then gave his

support for Langheinrich to do copywork. Langheinrich established a
23
business from which he could earn a living.
Langheinrich was hesitant to film the church registers at
Humboldt University because he knew the communists were suspicious of
him.

He lived in West Berlin and associated with an American church.

To continue the refilming of the films made by the Germans before the
war, he took a camera home and set it up in the kitchen at the home of
his son, Armin.

Langheinrich and his son would take some films home in

their lunch boxes.

The next day, Armin's wife, Ruth, would do the

filming.

The original films would be returned to the university and
24
new ones circulated in the same manner.
This process resulted in

hundreds of film rolls for the Society from the records of Romania,
Poland and East Prussia.

In 1353 the East German authorities ordered

the transfer of the materials at Humboldt University to Potsdam.
21
Joseph Fielding Smith to First Presidency, 5 June 1350,
GS Corr.
22
Minutes, 24 October 1350 (v. 6, p. 35).
23
Interview with A. Langheinrich.
24,,.,
Ibid.
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Langheinrich was offered a residence in East Germany but refused and
25
immigrated with his family to the United States.
Filming in the United States continued during the late 1940s
and early 1950s in more favorable conditions than those found in
Germany.

Major projects were concluded in Connecticut, Maryland and

North Carolina; filming continued in Pennsylvania and Virginia; and new
projects were initiated in Delaware, South Carolina, Rhode Island and
New Hampshire.

As the specter of renewed conflict in Europe receded

and projects were concluded, new emphasis would be centered on United
States filming.
Ernst Koehler returned from the east in late 1949, after
having filmed there for a little over two years.

In the Historian's

Office of the LDS Church, he began filming stake and ward membership
records.

A meticulous technician, Koehler never rose to prominence

in the management of Society affairs.

His contribution remains less

known, but none the less significant, as he plied his trade with the
camera in forgotten corners.
For the most part, the filmers, like Koehler, conscientiously
paged through the volumes beneath their camera.
of them could perhaps be said of many.

What was said of one

After Lloyd Hughes completed

the work in Connecticut in 1950, James Brewster, the archivist, wrote:

25
Langheinrich was only able to copy between a third to a half
of the records he had gathered before leaving Germany. The
genealogical materials were transfered to Potsdam in 1953 and later to
Leipzig where they formed the core of the collection of the
Zentralstelle fur Genealogie, the main center for genealogical research
in East Germany. In the 1980s the Society obtained microfilms of the
materials not copied by Langheinrich. The filming operation initiated
by Walter Stover at the LDS mission home of materials deposited in the
Berlin-Dahlem archives by Langheinrich continued through 1956.
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This seems an appropriate time express our thanks
to you for presenting this positive set of films to
the Connecticut State Library. As you can understand,
when the proposal was first talked about, there was a
slight doubt in our minds as to just how it would work
out. As it turned out, our fears were groundless, due
almost 100H to Mr. Hughes, your operator. As you, of
course, know, not a single Town Clerk or Judge of
Probate refused to let him microfilm their records,
and before he finished the work in any office, the
officials were most friendly to him.
Also, we have greatly enjoyed having him and
Mrs. Hughes work in the library and he has been most
cooperative in all his work. We shall be sorry when
the Connecticut project is finished and he has to
leave.
By the end of 1950 the library had acquired approximately 50,000
microfilm rolls, comprising one of the largest such collections in
the nation; and certainly the premier genealogical collection on film
in the world.

26
Archibald F. Bennett, "The Record Copying Program of the Utah
Genealogical Society", The American Archivist 15 (July 1953):230.

Chapter XIV

THE WORLD'S LIBRARY

The Genealogical Society of Utah spawned the idea of bringing
the archives of the world to a library in Salt Lake City in the early
days of microfilm technology.

Impeded at first by lack of funding and

a world war, the program blossomed as these obstacles dissolved.

The

independent initiative of committed genealogists such as James
Cunningham in England and Paul Langheinrich in Germany got projects
underway soon after the war's end.

Even those not committed to the

work by their faith, such as Arthur Hassa in Denmark, took the
initiative.

Members of the Church contracted to do much of the tedious

filming, sometimes, like Hilmar Freidel in Norway, at the expense of
forgoing a more lucrative career.

In whirlwind visits to the eastern

United States and Europe, Archibald Bennett negotiated for decades of
filming.

Archivists helped to overcome religious opposition to a

theologically motivated work for the sake of preserving the records;
and the cameras were set in place, one by one, state by state, country
by country.
To what can we attribute the success of the Society?
timing was perfect.

The

World War II spurred the development of microfilm

technology, demonstrated the need to protect records, and wiped out the
monetary resources of European archives.

39

The Society brought the
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technology, offered to do what the archives wanted to have done, and
offered to do it at no cost to them.

The financial support of the

First Presidency was crucial to the ability of the Society to make such
financially unprofitable deals.

Hesitant at first to fund a program

whose cost appeared astronomical, the First Presidency backed it with
unexpected beneficence when they saw its worth to the spiritual
purposes of the Church.

Religious opposition might have abruptly

terminated filming in many places, but the civil control of many
religious records was providential, and permission was granted contrary
•

to ecclesiastical objections.

As important as these circumstances

were, the catalyst to the success of the program was the vision and
determination of men such as Koehler, Bennett, Myers, Black and many
other committed individuals who worked more for a purpose that for a
salary.

Underpinning the whole was the religious goal shared by those

involved in the work to aid the salvation of those whose names could be
found in the records.
The photographic image permitted a simple idea to become a
portentious reality whose value has scarcely yet been realized.

As the

past fades from human memory with the passing of a few generations, the
genealogical records preserved will eventually become the only memory
of the thousands who lived in the obscurity of t>he past.

The

genealogist, the historian, the demographer and the individual seeking
to know who he is in the broader terms of his heritage all benefit.
Many an unknown user may yet realize the value of the countless records
given new life by the cameras of the Genealogical Society.
It was satisfying to Bennett back in the early 1950's that one
might visit the library in Salt Lake City and be hard pressed to find
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one of the eighty film readers unoccupied.
restricted to an hour at a machine.

Some days patrons had to be

One could stroll past these

machines and see searchers examining records from the various states as
well as a dozen different European countries, in as many languages.
On such occasions, Bennett may have reflected on a statement of which
he was fond, made in 1911 by Nephi Anderson, a former assistant
secretary of the Society:
I see the records of the dead and their histories
gathered from every nation under heaven to one great
central library in Zion [Utah]—the largest and^best
equipped for its particular work in the world."
The provincial institution in Salt Lake City was growing up in
accordance with this vision.

It was, even then, well on its way to

becoming the world's library.

Ibid., p. 232.
2
Bennett, "Utah's Great Reserach Center," p. 3.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Primary Works
Bennett, Archibald F. "Excerpts from Diary Notes." Typescript.
Transcribed from Archibald Bennett's desk calendar for January
1939. Archibald F. Bennett Collection (hereafter Bennett
Collection), Genealogical Department Library, The Church of
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Salt Lake City, Utah.
. "Microfilming Missions." Typescript. Compiled from
journals and letters by Joan Bennett Farr. Bennett Collection,
. "My Life Story and Mission."
Collection.

Typescript.

Bennett

. "Utah's Great Research Center for Genealogy and History."
Research paper written in 1951. Copy obtained from Barbara
Bennett Roach, the daughter of Archibald Bennett.
Black, James M. "Microfilm Chronology." Typescript on microfilm.
Filmed with "Microfilming Experiences." Historical Department
Archives, The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints.
Salt Lake City, Utah (hereafter HD Archives).
. "Microfilming Experiences of James M. Black, 1938-1972, in
service with the Genealogical Society." Typescript on
microfilm. HD Archives.
Corbett, Don C. "Records from the Ruins." Typescript. Historical
Department Library, The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints, Salt Lake City, Utah.
Cunningham, James R.
HD Archives.

Diaries, 1941-1967. Manuscript on microfilm.

East German Mission Manuscript History.

HD Archives.

Finnish Mission President Records, 1945-1958.

HD Archives.

Genealogical Society Board of Directors's Minutes, 1894-1961. 5 vols.
Genealogical Department, The Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints, Salt Lake City, Utah.
Genealogical Society General Correspondence, 1893-1965.
102

HD Archives.

103
Holton, Roy. Memoirs, 1947-1950. Manuscript.
the author.

Copy in possession of

Koehler, Ernst. Book of Remembrance, section dealing with his life
history. Typescript. Copy obtained from Richard Koehler, the
son of Ernst Koehler.
Langheinrich, Paul to Marshall Shukov, 9 August 1945.
possession of author.
Lindsey, Jessie Higbee.
Archives.

Journals, 1924-1975.

Copy in

Historical Department

Secondary Works
Babbel, Frederick W.
1972.

On Wings of Faith.

Salt Lake City:

Bookcraft,

Bennett, Archibald F. "A Welcome Gift to the State Archives of
Sweden." Improvement Era 53 (August 1950):621, 670.
. "The Archives of Holland."
1949):810-811,870-871.

Improvement Era 52 (December

. "First Record Films Arrive from Germany."
51 (April 1948):234.

Improvement Era

. "The Record Copying Program of the Utah Genealogical
Society." The American Archivist 15 (July 1953):227-232.
. "The Record Harvest in Wales."
1948):432-433, 467-468.

Improvement Era 51 (July

. "Vaudois Records Microfilmed."
1948):790-791, 810.

Improvement Era 51 (December

Binkley, Robert C.
Materials.

Manual on Methods of Reproducing Research
Ann Arbor, Mich.: Edward Brothers, 1935.

Brace, William Raymond. "The Utah Genealogical Society."
thesis, University of Chicago, 1956.

Master's

"Genealogical Society Receives Micro-Film Records from Denmark."
Church News, supplement to the Deseret News, 24 May 1947, p. 4.
Hawkins, Reginald. Production of Micro-Forms.
Greenwood Press, 1975.

Westport, Conn.:

Klitzing, Kurt Hans v. "Rettung der Kirchenbucher."
Volk 1 (Januar 1935):11.

Familie, Sippe,

"LDS Begin Microfilm Process at New Plant," Salt Lake Tribune, 12
December 1947, p. 38.

104
"LDS Convert Buys Histories for Church."
pp. 5-5.

Church News, 1 November 1950,

Lofthouse, Merrill S. "A History of the Genealogical Society of
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints." Master's thesis,
Brigham Young University, 1971.
Mehr, Kahlile. "The Langheinrich Legacy: Record Gathering in Post-War
Germany," Ensign (June 1981):22-25.
. "The Microfilm Mission of Archibald F. Bennett," Ensign
(April 1982):59-72.
"Microfilm Held Durable as Best Paper."
1948, p. 8.

Church News, 24 November

"Microfilm Operations Speed Ahead in Finland," Church News, 26 January
1949, p. 21
"Microfilming of 12,000,000 Pages of Genealogical Records Authorized,"
Church News, supplement to the Deseret News, 26 January 1946,
pp. 1, 5.
"Monthly Letter to Stake Genealogical Representatives." Utah
Genealogical and Historical Magazine, 29 (July 1938):113-120.
"Mormon Church is Swedish Blessing,"
(August 1970):11.

The Genealogical Observer,

Power, Eugene B. "Microfilm in Europe, 1933."
Reproduction 2 (1939):254-258.

Journal of Documentary

"Progress in Microfilming." Utah Genealogical and Historical Magazine,
30 (April 1939):100.
Stebelski, Adam. The Fate of the Polish Archives during World War II.
Warszawa: Central Directorate of State Archives, 1964,
Tate, Vernon D. "From Binkley to Bush," The American Archivist, 10
(July 1947):249-257.
Widtsoe, John A. A Rational Theology.
Deseret Book, 1952.

6th ed.

Salt Lake City:

Oral Histories and Interviews
Black, James M. Oral History. Interviews by Bruce Blumell. Salt Lake
City, Utah, 1975. Typescript. The James Moyle Oral History
Program (hereafter Moyle Interviews), HD Archives.
Christiansen, Henry E. Oral History. Interviews by Bruce Blumell.
Salt Lake City, Utah, 1975-1975. Typescript. Moyle
Interviews.

105
Freidel, Hilmar. Oral History. Interview by Richard Jensen, 1973.
Typescript. Unprocessed. Translation obtained from Richard
Jensen, Joseph Fielding Smith Institute for Church History,
Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah.
Fudge, George H, Oral History. Interview by Bruce Blumell.
City, Utah, 1975. Typescript. Moyle Interviews.

Salt Lake

Hill, Ellen and Hill, Thelma. Interview by Kahlile Mehr. Salt Lake
City, Utah, 11 December 1984. Audio tape of interview in
possession of author.
Kupitz, Gerhard. Interview by Kahlile Mehr. Rose Park, Utah, 13 April
1980. Audio tape of interview in possession of the author.
Langheinrich, Armin. Interview by Kahlile Mehr.
17 September 1979.

Salt Lake City, Utah,

Myers, L. Garrett. Oral History. Interview by Bruce Blumell.
Lake City, Utah, 1976. Typescript. Moyle Interviews.

Salt

Poecker, Rudolph. Interview by Kahlile Mehr. Orem, Utah, 27 April
1980. Audio tape of interview in possession of the author.
Smith, Frank. Oral History. Interview by Bruce Blumell.
City, Utah, 1975. Typescript. Moyle Interviews.

Salt Lake

PRESERVING THE SOURCE
EARLY MICROFILMING EFFORTS OF THE GENEALOGICAL SOCIETY OF UTAH
1938-1350

Kahlile Mehr
Department of History
M.A. Degree, December 1985

ABSTRACT
The Genealogical Society of Utah initiated a worldwide
microfilming program at the advent of modern microfilm technology. It
succeeded in negotiating for and filming records because of the
religious commitment of its leaders and workers, the financial
assistance of the LDS Church, the increased concern for records loss as
demonstrated by World War II, the maturation of microfilm technology
after the war, and the concentration of many religious records in civil
archives. Religious commitment enthused the Society's leaders to
persist in their efforts in spite of seemingly insurmountable
obstacles. The resources of the Church permitted the filming to
continue without regard to profit. The destruction of World War II
made archival leaders more amenable to the Society's program as a means
to preserve the information in their records from catastrophic loss.
The development of microfilm technology made the production of a good
image possible and affordable. With religious records in civil
archives, the efforts of religious leaders to restrict access were more
easily overcome than might have been the case.
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